Mr. Louis Jordan June 12, 2001 
Department of Special Collections 

102 Hesburgh Library 

University of Notre Dame 

Notre Dame, IN 46556 


Dear Mr. Jordan: 


I am embarrassed to have taken so long to write you concerning your fascinating and 
massive undertaking as to newly located material on the Massachusetts silver coinage. I 
have only perused it but it is something I intend to read carefully as soon as I can. 

I am 90 and acquired an old age ailment, which sidetracked me for a while, but it 
is treatable and I am being treated and am much better. 
I sincerely appreciate your kind remarks about my numismatic writing. It has been most 
enjoyable to do research and writing as a collateral disciple particularly when someone 
like you reviews and refines my original undertaking. I encourage sound differences of 
opinion but unfortunately some writing of others is combative rather than progressive. 

I do not believe we have met but as long as both of us admire Phil Mossman we 
know we are on the same wavelength. 


My sincere thanks for your courtesies. 


Cordially, 


Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


To: Louis Jordan December 27, 2001 


From: Eric P. Newman 


I am working on a coin scale matter relating to the early use of the word “dollar” in 
Colonial America. Hull uses the word “dollar” in his ledger on your pp. 20, 27, and 54. 
You indicate it means Spanish dollar. You show Hull using the words “ sterling silver 
dollars”. I wonder if it has to be Spanish dollars or could it be English Crowns of 5 
shillings. Sterling coinage usually had greater fineness than Spanish silver and didn’t 
have to be adulterated or adjusted to meet Massachusetts standards. Dollars may mean 
size only. Return of English sterling to England cost money and was risky because of the 
voyage. When England excluded its own coin for export there was no advantage to 
return it. Is your logic subject to challenge as Hull knew how to measure fineness and 
knew from his business what fineness various Spanish pieces had. Let me know your 
thinking. 

If you know of any other early use of the word dollar or dollars in Hull or 
otherwise please let me know. Also if you can make a photocopy of the portion of the 
Hull ledger using “sterling silver dollars:” I would appreciate it. 
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Mr. Louis Jordan December 27, 2001 
Department of Special Collections 

102 Hesburgh Library 

University of Notre Dame 

Notre Dame, IN 46556 


Dear Louis: 

Ordinarily I answer letters on time so a response to your letter of over 6 months 
ago requires an explanation or poor excuse. The reason was that I had to make an 
opportunity to read your extensive extraordinary opus. It made a wonderful holiday 
activity and I thank you again (prior thanks were in Boston in November) for sending it. 
It was so stimulating that I had to make footnotes to my notes on your data and your 
footnotes. What an enormous amount of new findings you made on a subject which has 
been worked on vigorously by other competent researchers over so long a span of years. 
You have assembled your work in a manner which will be appreciated by those of us who 
worked on specialized areas as well as those who do the work themselves. 

I am writing you separate letters on matters in which I am currently working and 
asking for your input. 

There are a couple of matters which occur to me now which I suggest you modify 
in your text. For your own protection, your comments on early coin machinery in the 
Mint should not be limited to “some type of roller or rocking press” (Page 11, line 3; 
p.54, 55). You are sticking out your neck. It could be a drop press or a screw press as 
well, particularly as to the Willow Tree coinage. Noe points out in his Oak Tree 
monograph that the dies for the Willow Tree were circular. These dies sometimes 
became loose and rotated somewhat during striking. This would not be the result of a 
roller or rocker press. The Oak Tree coinage is sometimes elongated and has for a long 
time been noticed to be stretched. 

As to your bibliography I suggest adding all of Noe’s monographs separately and 
his Castine Hoard. You include these in the consolidation of Noe but the originals should 
also be cited. You omitted Felt probably because he was so inaccurate, but he probably 
should be there. You mention my Good Samaritan under Noe but perhaps it should be 
separately listed also. 

What a wonderful numismatic contribution you have made. I would like to 
introduce you to Crosby and Noe but I have not found a way to do so. 


Happy New Year, 


Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 
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To: Louis Jordan December 27, 2001 


From: Eric P. Newman 


As I told you I am working on a spelling problem which to my knowledge has never been 
commented upon but always has been observed. This is the use of TH instead of CH on 
all Massachusetts Bay coinage, from the Willow Tree onward for every denomination 
and on every obverse die except the Noe 11 Pine Tree where the capital H is omitted. 
This mistake had to be noticed by Hull and every literate person as it was continued for 
over 30 years just as the 1652 date was continued on every denomination except the 1662 
2d. Spelling was not important if the phonetics were correct but in this instance the 
phonetics are incorrect. Hull uses “country” and “countrey” many times in his ledger as 
you point out and writes other words in different phonetic spellings. He uses 
“Mattachusetts” sometimes because of the error in spelling on the colony seal. 

Do you know of any other use besides the description of the legends on the coinage 
where of TH in place of CH? 

He was constantly in charge of the Mint and devoted continual time to its operation so he 
must have been fully aware of the error and I am writing up why I think he let it continue 
and why it arose in the first place. 

If you have any thoughts on this matter I would appreciate it. 
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all Massachusetts inage, from the/ Willow Tree onward for every denomination 
and on every obverse Gig, This mistake/had to be noticed by Hull and every literate 
person as it was continued for over 309 years just as the 1652 date was continued on 
every denomination except the 1662 2d, Spelling was not iraportant if the phonetics were 
correct but in this instance the phonetics afe incorrect. Huit uses “country” and 
“countrey” many times in his ledger as you point out and writes other words in different 
phonetic spellings. He uses “Mattachusetts” sometimes because of the error in spelling 
~ onthe colony . He was constantly in charge of the Mint and devoted continual time 
BA: to its operation. “de must have been filly aware of the error and I am writing up why I 
think he let it continue and why it arose in the first place. 
If you have any thoughts on this matter } would al ak chk dey it. 


(+ J Qude ie 
a a 
byl " npelleng a pe 


peo o 


— 
i a eT 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. Louis Jordan April 3, 2002 
Department of Special Collections 

103 Hesburgh Library 

University of Notre Dame 

Notre Dame, IN 46556 


Dear Louis: 


I carefully read your “excerpt” in AJN of your forthcoming book on New England 
silver coinage problems. You have demonstrated the confusion masterfully and in doing 
so brought out facts which are new and interesting. I congratulate you on the 
accomplishment. I am glad you show that the English knew what was going on, but 
politics, change in thinking and anticipation of change in thinking were ever present. 

In one of my December 27, 2001 letters to you I asked you about amy use of the 
word Massachusetts in any form of spelling written by John Hull. Did you find any such 
writing in the ledger? I am anxious to know so I can use it for what I am trying to write. 


I look forward to hearing from you. 


Thrive, , 


Eric P. Newman 


P.S. lam aware of the MATTACHUSETS in the seal, etc. 
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April 11, 2002 


Dear Eric, 


Thank you for your letters from December and your recent note of April 3rd. I 
apologize for the delay in getting back to you. Imminent deadlines for the CNL article 
and the book on Hull have kept me so preoccupied that I have been neglecting my 
correspondence. Your suggestions and comments have been greatly appreciated. Below 
are a few comments on the spelling of Massachusetts and the use of the word dollar. 


On the spelling of Massachusetts — In regard to Hull’s unpublished writings I 
have focused my research on the first of the four extant volumes of the Hull ledger. The 
first volume contains his private accounts while volumes 2-4 contain the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts accounts related to King Philip’s War. In Hull’s private accounts I 
have not been able to find a single instance where Hull used the word Massachusetts. He 
mentions just about every town but never seems to use the name of the colony (or as he 
would have said, the country). However, he does spell out the word Massachsuetts in 
the title page to the second ledger volume. Unfortunately the page is torn with only about 
half of the page surviving, but the title remains intact. A photocopy of that page is 
enclosed. In the title Hull uses the same form as is found on the seal, namely, 
Mattachusetts. You will note a few of his letters are somewhat unusual to the modern 
eye, especially the letter e. Here is a transcription of the entire title: 


A Journal appertaining to the Colony 

Of the Mattachusetts relating to their Military 
Affairs begun the 25" day of June Ano. Dom. 

In which also is begun the 19" 

Day of May following and intermixed the 
Whole Accounts of his Government. Capt. 

John Hull being first Chosen Treasurer 

At War by the Hon?” Council and afterward 
Treasurer to sd [said] Colony by the Hon’ Gen® 
Court. 


I have not discovered any other instance of the use of the word Massachusetts in 
the four volumes of the ledgers. You undoubtedly recall Noe (Willow Tree Coinage, pp. 
33-34, photocopy enclosed) briefly discussed the use of MASATHUSETS. Noe states he 
asked “a distinguished authority” at the American Antiquary Society to confirm if Hull 
used the spelling with the TH rather than the usual CH. Hull’s diary and private letters 
(covering 1670-80) are deposited in the Antiquarian Society in Worcester, MA (I have 
not been there to see them). Noe stated the authority “confirmed the reasonable. 
deduction that this spelling is used throughout the diaries of John Hull.” Diaries is used 
in the plural because Hull kept both a public diary and a private diary. I take Noe’s 
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statement to mean Hull used TH in his spelling, although his statement is not completely 
clear. Unfortunately the printed edition of the Hull diaries uses modernized spellings. 


My training is as a medievalist with a specialty in Latin paleography. It is well 
known among paleographers that as vernacular Spanish and Italian developed the sound 
of several Latin words changed, leading to changes in spelling. One common change was 
the softening of a hard T sound (especially in TI) into a softer C sound. Thus the Latin 
word tertio became tercio (ratio became racion, etc.). Therefore, in medieval 
manuscripts it is not unusual to find a T replaced by aC. This may not have any direct 
bearing on the question at hand, but it is interesting to know there are linguistic 
precedents for a confusion or shift between C and T. 


On another topic — the use of the word “dollar” in Colonial America. You posed 
the interesting question if the word dollar might have been used for any large size silver 
coin such as the English Crown of 5s. 


There is no doubt that the word “dollar” was used in connection with Spanish, 
Dutch and German crown size coins. As you well know, there are many instances of the 
use of the terms Spanish dollars, Lion dollars and Rix dollars. However, I have never 
seen the term dollar applied to English or French coinage. A Suffolk County Court case 
from the session of January 25, 1675/6 involved French exchange rates and probably 
involved some coinage. Robert Sanderson and Jeremiah Dummer both testified in the 
case that “the French crown was worth “not more the 5s 5d at most” in New England 
money.” Their testimonies may have been required simply to arrive at a fair exchange 
rate for French livres of account, or may have been necessary because of the need to 
convert actual French coinage. In either event it seems both Sanderson and Dummer had 
assayed a French Ecu at some point in time and were able to testify as to the intrinsic 
value of the coin in relation to Massachusetts money. In this case they called the Ecu a 
French crown and did not use the term French dollar. Unfortunately, the editor of the 
court documents merely summarized the testimonies rather than actually transcribe them. 
Thus, we only have the editor’s statement that the coins were called Crowns. However, I 
suspect he simply took his description of the coin from the record rather than try to make 
up a term. 


I have looked for references to specific coins the Seventeenth century County 

Court Records for Suffolk and Essex counties, the Probate Records for those counties and 
the Suffolk County Deeds (all of these documents have been published for all or part of 
the 17" century). Unfortunately many records simply state monetary amount in pounds 
(either Massachsuetts pounds or pounds sterling) but do not actually explain which coins 
were used. Some court cases and some deeds specifically mention amounts in “Royals of 
Eight” or Spanish dollars, which leads me to suspect Spanish American eight reales were 
actually changing hands in those cases. Probate inventories usually list the total value of 
money found among the deceased’s possessions but they rarely specifically which coins 
were found. I suspect a few English Crowns may have been intermixed with the various 





coinages in Massachusetts Bay but I have not uncovered any evident that makes me 
suspect they were common. 


You asked if I was willing to reconsider what Hull meant when he used the term 
“sterling silver dollars” (abbreviated by Hull as “sterl silver dd’). I have taken this to 
refer to Spanish American silver cobs. I am certainly willing to reconsider the meaning of 
“sterling silver dollars” but I find no independent contemporary evidence that would 
suggest it refers to anything other than Spanish American cobs. 


You accurately mentioned in your letter “Sterling coinage usually had a greater 
fineness than Spanish silver...”. Indeed, there was a fineness distinction between 
Spanish cobs and English sterling coinage. Unlike many numismatists who have 
considered Spanish coinage to have a higher fineness (based on the legislated fineness of 
.9305 for Spanish versus .925 for Sterling) I assume you used Newton’s assay results 
which demonstrate Spanish cobs were often below the sterling standard. I fully agree on 
this point. However, I suspect the fineness variations between sterling and Spanish 
American silver coinage were not that great. It seems to me that Spanish American cobs 
often traded by weight in Britain and America as the equivalent of sterling. Clearly 
during the alteration debate of 1626 the eight reales was considered to be of sterling 
fineness and 1649 it was set at a value of 54.25d per 17.5 dwt. (420 grains) but generally 
traded as 54d. This is, in fact, the equivalent of sterling. At 92.9 grains per shilling, 
sterling is 7.74166 grains per 1d,* while at 54d per 17.5 dwt. eight reales there are just 
about 7.77777 grains per 1d.** The difference was considered inconsequential, 
especially when one understands there was a 2 dwt. per troy pound tolerance in both 
weight and fineness in the British Pyx test. Thus, individual coins fluctuated above and 
below the average. The Potosi scandal was considered to be so disastrous because the 
fineness was adulterated, thus the coins could not be reliably traded as equivalent to 
sterling by weight. See the excerpt from my forthcoming work that is enclosed (chapters 
16 and 17), primarily pp. 159, 162 and 170-171. Obviously I would welcome any 
comments you may wish to share. 


*This is the unofficial weight for a penny in sterling. The London mint defined a penny 
as 7 grains, 14 mites, 20 droits, 2 perits and 12 blanks in sterling. This equalled 7.741926 
grains of sterling. A shilling was to weigh exactly 3 pennyweight, 20 grains, 18 mites, | 
droit and 10 perits in sterling silver, which is very close to 92.90312 grains. 


** At the official rate of 54.25d the eight reales is 7.7419354 eraine of sterling per penny, 
which is very close to the official rate of sterling. 
Very Best Wishes, 


Louis Jordan 
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32 THE NEW ENGLAND AND 


this the only criterion we should conclude that 
obverses 1 and 2 preceded obverse 3. There is as 
much, or as little, resemblance to a Willow Tree as to 
any other. Pronounced characteristics of any kind 
of a tree are conspicuously absent from both sketch 
and coins. The short trunk is perhaps thicker than 
might be expected for the height, and since there are 
indications of neither leaves nor branches, we can 
only wonder at the courage of the person who 
dubbed this a Willow Tree. One distinction does 
separate it from the oak and pine groups, however. 
In both of these, the trees are indicated by branches 
which bear a clear relation to the bole. In the Wil 
low Tree group the tree is depicted as a mass and 
there is no attempt to show a relation between the 
branches and a trunk. The tree outline consists of 
pointed elements along with parts having rounded 
contours. When it is possible to find a specimen 
free from double striking, the design as a whole is 
not ineffective in a crude way and this becomes 
more apparent in the reconstructions. Obverse 3 
is perhaps the most finished of them all. 

The reverses, aside from the rim inscriptions, offer 
only the date and denomination-figures for com- 
parisons. Almost never do we find all four figures of 
the date visible on a single specimen (Nos. 2, 10, 13 
and 21), and comparisons, in consequence, are un- 
satisfying. ‘There are five reverse dies, and on these 
the forms of the Arabic numerals afford the only 
distinctions other than the letters of the inscrip- 
tions. The variation in both letters and numerals is 


WILLOW TREE COINAGES 33 


considerable, as a glance at the enlargements will 
show, and there is little consistency. 

The inscription admirably fulfills its function of 
giving the necessary facts with regard to the coinage. 
The issuing authority is given the prominence to 
which it is entitled; the date is placed significantly 
and the denomination clearly indicated. One might 
justify the addition of IN NEW ENGLAND to 
MASATHUSETS because the latter appears on one 
side and NEW ENGLAND on the reverse. Brief 
thought will show how preferable this is to ““Massa- 
chusetts Bay Colony” or any other alternative 
which might have been considered by John Hull at 
the time. Any addition to MASATHUSETS on 
the obverse must needs have been a short word if 
the inscription was to be kept in letters of the size 
used. The omission of NEW ENGLAND from the 
reverse and the amplification of AN DOM to 
ANNO DOMINI would have been a poor alterna- 
tive, since it would have exalted these relatively 
unimportant words to a prominence equalling that 
of MASATHUSETS on the obverse. 

The reconstructions show that the size of the 
letters, too, would call for praise if the element of 
double striking were absent. Their proportions are 
excellent and their scale in respect to the whole 
design seems very close to the best that could have 
been selected. 

One service which the reconstructions reproduced 
in this monograph has rendered is the demonstration 


that the spelling MASATHUSETS on the Willow 
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Tree coins is uniform with that on the Oak and Pine 
Tree issues and that none of the strange misspellings 
mistakenly attributed to Hull really exist. Hull’s 
spelling is unchanged throughout the entire coinage 
with a single exception where the H is dropped— 
something almost certainly due to inadvertence. 
Variation in the spelling of ordinary names is com- 
mon in the early records, and even in documents 
and letters in the handwriting of men who are 
unquestionably of sound learning, we find unbeliev- 
able vagaries. It is not surprising, therefore, that 
there seems to have been no attempt to discover 
whence came the spelling used on the coins. The 
substitution of T for the customary C in the third 
syllable would have interesting connotations of a 
linguistic nature if it could be established that the 
TH spelling had been common and that it gave way 
to the form with which we are more familiar. An 
appeal to a distinguished authority in the American 
Antiquarian Society confirmed the reasonable deduc- 
tion that this spelling is used throughout the 
diaries of John Hull, which, as has been mentioned, 
are preserved in Worcester, and which are in Hull’s 
handwriting. On the colonial seal, the spelling is 
MATTACHUSETTS. In the charter of the 
Massachusetts Bay Company we find the spelling 
used on the coins along with three other forms. A 
careful search in the records of the Governor and 
Company and similar sources might provide data 
which would explain this spelling. It is a field of 
investigation which offers a fair reward but it re- 
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quires a more complete and dependable knowledge 
of the period than is possessed by the writer. It 
seems improbable that Hull would use this spelling 
without authority, or that he would have taken an 
unusual spelling deliberately. The circumstance 
that it persisted without change for a period of 
forty years, when it might easily have been chal- 
lenged and changed, gives the form considerable 
weight which can hardly be ignored and one which 
seems not to have been recognized by historians 
hitherto. 


OrpDER OF THE DIES 


We have already noted that the obverse dies bear- 
ing the Willow Tree type are three in number, and 
that the spelling MASATHUSETS is common to 
all three. With our present knowledge, it hardly 
seems possible to determine the order of these 
obverse dies convincingly. There are, however, at 
least two considerations which make the order in 
which we have presented them reasonable. 

In the arrangement of the Oak Tree series which 
is to be submitted later, the variety which has been 
selected as the earliest has a tree with formalized 
roots which are like those on obverse No. 3. Sec- 
ondly, the sketch which appeared in the margin of 
the official record, shows these roots separated and 
somewhat individualized. A like condition will be 
found with the tree which appears on obverses 1 and 
2. No. 1 seems closer to the sketch than No. 2; the 
shape of the tree on No. 1 is fuller and fills the field 
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WHARTON v. ELSON 663 


Ship lay there a twelue month hee would not hire a horse, and that other times 
hee hath heard the saide Elson Say that all was bound over to him for the paymt* 
of the Ships hire, and if hee could but receive enough to pay the hire hee did not 
care; and sometimes upon occasion & when the Employers wrong & loss hath 
been spoken of, hee hath heard him say hee was not concerned for the Jmployers, 
but the Owners interest or words to that purpose and the depon* Saith that mt 
Elson hath sundry times been spoken too to protest ag* m™ Bergier, but his 
answer was hee had not power so to doe, and the Depon* Saith that himselfe 
and others of the Ship’s company did looke upon the Master to remiss in quickning 
m’* Bergier to a dispatch: And further the Depon* Saith that hee findes by his 
Journall that the Ship stay’d at S* Christophers from the. 16 till the. 26 of 
June & there delivered out two or three parcells of Sugar, the number of caske the 
Depon’t knows not; and the Depont Saith that the s¢ Elson hath disc®¢ with 
the depon‘ two Shillings for every liver hee rec® for his wages in France & further 
Saith not 


Thomas Wilkott Marriner aged about. 35. yeares testifieth that hee knowes 
the Substance of what is abouewritten and deposed to bee true, hee being Boat- 
swayne of the s¢ Ship and perticularly the Doctors offer to goe to m* Bergier if 
m* Elson would hire him a horse & the m™ answer was in the words or to the same 
purpose that the Doctor hath deposed, onely the depon* Saith hee remembers 
not the M* expression that hee was not concerned for the Jmployers, but hath 
heard difference between the m™ & Doctor upon acc® of the Jmployers interest: 
And that theire Stay at Christofers & Disct for the depon** wages was as the 
testimony aboue declares. 

Sworn in Court by both witnesses. January. 26°: 1675 

. as Attests. Js* Addington Cler 


There are others of the same tenor in S. F. 1430.12. Robert Sanderson 
and Jeremiah Dummer, the silversmiths, deposed (S. F. 1430.11) that 
the French crown was worth “not more than 5s 5d at most” in New 
England money; Augustin Mellot testified (S. F. 1430.8) that the ordinary 
exchange value of a “liver” from Boston to La Rochelle was 2s ; but 
Peter Lorphelin deposed (S. F. 1430.10) that a friend of his had been 
able to obtain but 20d for a French livre in Boston. 

Elson’s bill of lading from St. Kitts to La Rochelle, and his letter of 
introduction from Clerbaut Bergier, follow (S. F. 1430.13, 6): 


‘J James Elson Master under God of the Ship Blessing of Boston burthen two 
hundred tunns or thereabout being at ancor at present before S* Christopher 
for & with the first convenient weather which God shall send to pursue the Voyage 
untill & before the Citty of Rochell where shalbee my direct unloading, do acknowl- 
edge to have received under the deck of sd Ship of you Clerbaut Bergier the 
goods following viz* two hundred Forty hh® & twenty quarter casks of Muscovado 
Sugar which are going for the acco” & Riscos of m™ Wharton & Bendish Bertram 
Servant James Elson William Gerrish dwelling in Boston, which Merchandizes 
J promiss to deliver in Rochell unto m™ Debaussay, John Bailly and the s# Cap” 
or unto his order Factors or Intermedler the danger of the Seas excepted of which 
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God keepe us: For the fulfilling of what aboue J haue obliged by these pu’sents 
my body goods & my s¢ Ship Freight & apparrell in Showing mee one of those 
bill of loading, & the st Debaussay Bailly &* shalbee bound to pay mee for my 
Freight of the s¢ goods the Summe of ten deners per pound & shall cleare the 
company & other advarages & duties accustomed. Jn Witness whereof J Master 
abouementioned James Elson haue Signed of my hand three bills of loading . . . 
made in St Christopher the fifth day of the month of July. 1675. 
Received the number of Casks the quantity & contents not known. 
Per mee James Elson 
. true Coppie . . . Js* Addington Cler 


In St Christophers the 6 July. 1675. 

Srs 

As m™ Richard Wharton & Thomas Bendish M*chants in New Enland haue 
directed here to mee the Cap* James Elson present bearer with order to direct 
him to you, w J do & according to the order w* they ought to have given you, 
you shall dispose of the Cargo wholly seeing that it is for the produce of theire 
goods, as you shall see by the bill of loading herewith: they did promiss to send 
mee other Ship, which J haue order also to direct to you J conclude assuring you 
that J am 

Yo™ humble Servant 
Bergier 

To m™ Devanpray Senio™ & m” Bailly merchant Jn Rochell 


. . . true Coppie . . . Edward Rawson Secret. 


Captain Elson explained these proceedings in the following deposition 
(S. F. 1430.14): 


Boston the 17 of December. 1675 


The deposition of James Elson Master of the Ship Blessing aged about. 32 
yeares testifieth & Saith 

That according to the orders of m™ Richard Wharton & m? Thomas Bendish 
to whome the Ship Blessing was let per Charterparty, J applied myselfe to m* 
Mellot of Martineco, to whome J was ordered in the absence of m? Bergier, & 
by virtue of s? Mellots order J sailed s¢ Ship to Guardeloop where find s¢ m™ 
Bergier J attended his order & sailed the s¢ Ship from Jsland to Jsland with him 
the s¢ Bergier & by his order for the unloading & reloading the Ship & that no 
time was spent with s¢ Ship in the west Jndies or on the Voyage but by s@ Bergiers 
order, to whome J was consigned with the Ship, who also was concerned ¢. part 
of s¢ Ships Freightment as m? Richard Wharton told mee here, before wee sailed 
hence: Also that assoon as the Ship was loaden in the west Jndies m* Bergier 
gave mee his orders to Saile the Ship to Rochell & consigned the same to m* 
John Bailly there, where after the delivery of the Ship J made up an acco* with 
s¢ Bailly for the Ships hire and demurrage & is now in Court who paide mee the 
full of saide demurrage for the persons concerned in France, and J urgeing for 
all according to s¢ Accot so made up, hee refused for m* Whartons & m* Bendish’s 
parts for want of effects as appeares per the protest now in Court: And for my 
not protesting in the west Jndies as m* Wharton urges J could not doe that hee 
having a liberty per the Charterparty, paying 55. livers per diem till his orders 
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Louis Jordan April 26, 2002 
102 Hesbergh Library 

University of Notre Dame 

Notre Dame, IN 46556 


Dear Louis: 

Your very informative letter of April 11, 2002 gave me better detail as to the 
broad scope of your extensive research in the 16" and 17" century coinage matters. It is 
wonderful. 

With respect to my tentative feeling that the word dollar might have been applied 
to English coinage I just felt that “sterling silver dollars” could mean English crowns 
because Spanish coinage was ordinarily not made with sterling fineness. The new world 
fineness was accurate and strictly enforced. The Iberian fineness was subject to variance 
and ended up with the pistareen and its parts when the Spanish King decided to cheat. I 
do think it would help to add the literary references to your opus as I found some in the 
O.E.D.- Barnabe Rich, 1581, Farewell to Military Profession; and T. Herbert, 1634, etc. 
(see enclosure). I checked Arthur Nusbaum, A History of the Dollar, (NY 1851) and find 
it adds little detail. 

The matter of the spelling of MASATHVSETS on coinage has some comic relief. 
Your letter may have a misspelling of MATTACHVSETS by adding an extra T to the 
official seal spelling. However the photocopy of the front page of the second ledger 
volume is excellent for me to use and I am very appreciative. It shows that Hull at least 
knew how to spell the CH portion. Although the first tt looks very much like the last t but 
it is possible this is an ss as both can be written similarly when a double ss is written. 

The other s letters in the title are quite different but the double letter ss may be written in 
the long s style. Do you know of any other double ss in the ledgers? That would be 
helpful. Look at double tt in Ditto on the bottom of the ledger title sheet you sent me as it 
is there twice and is definitely tt. As to Hull’s diary and letters at the AAS do you know 
anyone who would look at them? The information Noe received is too vague to rely on. 
All someone needs to find is a double ss and it would be very helpful. I could write as a 
member of AAS but I do not think it would mean much. What do you think about my 
idea that what appears to be tt is actually ss? I think that is how the original mistake ion 
the seal occurred — they just could not read the writing. 

Thank you again for your kind cooperation and my best to you. 





Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 
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Dear Louis: 

Your very informative letter of April 11, 2002 gave me better detail as to the 
broad scope of your extensive research in the 16 and 17" century coinage matters. It is 
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to English coinage I just felt that “sterling silver dollars” could mean English crowns 
because Spanish coinage was ordinarily not made with sterling fineness. The new world 
fineness was accurate and strictly enforced. The Iberian fineness was subject to variance 
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do think it would help to add the literary references to your opus as I found some in the 
O.E.D.- Barnabe Rich, 1581, Farewell to Military Profession, and T. Herbert, 1634, etc. 
(see enclosure). I checked Arthur Nusbaum, A History of the Dollar, (NY 1851) and find 
it adds little detail. 

The matter of the spelling of MASATHVSETS on coinage has some comic relief. 
Your letter may have a misspelling of MATTACHVSETS by adding an extra T to the 
official seal spelling. However the photocopy of the front page of the second ledger 
volume is excellent for me to use and I am very appreciative. It shows that Hull at least 
knew how to spell the CH portion. Although the first tt looks very much like the last t but 
it is possible this is an ss as both can be written similarly when a double ss is written. 

The other s letters in the title are quite different but the double letter ss may be written in 
the long s style. Do you know of any other double ss in the ledgers? That would be 
helpful. Look at double tt in Ditto on the bottom of the ledger title sheet you sent me as it 
is there twice and is definitely tt. As to Hull’s diary and letters at the AAS do you know 
anyone who would look at them? The information Noe received is too vague to rely on. 
All someone needs to find is a double ss and it would be very helpful. I could write as a 
member of AAS but I do not think it would mean much. What do you think about my 
idea that what appears to be tt is actually ss? I think that is how the original mistake ion 
the seal occurred — they just could not read the writing. 

Thank you again for your kind cooperation and my best to you. 





Louis Jordan August 23, 2002 


Dear Lou: 


You should be extremely satisfied to have added a monumental numismatic book 
to the world. Your research is particularly unusual because it took a popular subject 
which has been written upon by many others over the years and demonstrated 
completeness in depth and true clarity in presentation. Crosby would have been as proud 
of you as you are of him. 

I am grateful for the gift of the volume and your mention of my encouragement 
for your endeavor. 

I have read only portions of the opus so far and I am amazed as to how useful and 
necessary the calendar of events is. 

The Willow Tree problem as to torque slippage needs more study and your 
discussion on pp. 90-91 is superb. I have evidence as you may know that a screw press 
once existed in which the upper die continued to rotate when striking occurred. Whether 
this is accurate or not bothers me but the striking of Willow Trees on both faces shows 
rotation as if the planchet itself moved while being struck. I have never checked the 
position of the obverse and reverse relative to each other. Perhaps you have. 

Please accept all the compliments you can receive as stimulation to keep going on 
your next numismatic subject. 


Thanks again, 


Eric P. Newman 


September 5, 2002 


Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric, 


Thank you so much for your comments on the Hull book. They are greatly 
appreciated. Most appropriately, your letter arrived on Saturday, August 31st, the eve of 
the 350th anniversary of the opening of the Massachusetts Mint on September Ist, 1652. 
That was superb timing! 


Crosby's work has been a nearby companion for me throughout this project. I 
remember the first time I read the introduction to your book on colonial currency and saw 
your homage to Crosby, naming your work The Early Paper Money of America in tribute 
to his The Early Coins of America. This makes your comment about Crosby even more 
special to me. 


I also thank you for your observation on the chronology. In fact, the 67 pages 
describing and documenting the events of the period was a project I worked on, as time 
permitted, over a period of three years. The chronology and the edition of the ledger 
entries are the two anchors on which my study is based. 


I have appended a few comments on the rocker die theory, with an update relating 
how Hull may have delineated the circles for the beaded borders on the coins as well as 
some information on reverse die axes. 


Very best wishes, 


Louis Jordan 


On the Willow Tree coinage I do not know of your evidence for a screw press in 
which the upper die rotated during striking. I would be pleased to hear about this. 


I believe my main contributions to the study of Massachusetts silver relate to 
historical documentation, analyzing events and commenting on the significance of the 
production related information in the Hull ledger. On the specific points relating to the 
use of the rocker press I felt I did not have a sufficient quantity of evidence at hand to 
include a definitive discussion on the topic. Indeed, you may have noticed I stated on p. 
88, "However, the evidence we can glean from the coins suggests Hull used a rocker 
press... .". But I did not go on to explain that evidence, rather, I referred the reader to the 
commentary on the Massachusetts silver illustrated in the back of the book and to Mike 
Hodder's catalog of the Hain sale. 


The coin evidence spans the Willow, Oak and Pine Tree series, but is scanty for 
Willow coinage, as there are so few extant examples. For me, the most significant reason 
to suspect the use of rocker dies relates to the relationship between the alignment of the 
obverse and reverse impressions. 


On several examples of the Oak and Pine Tree coins (that is, large planchet Pines 
as well as 3d and 6d Pines) we see an alignment problem. The reverse of the coin is 
rather well centered while the obverse has part of the legend cut off; it is usually more 
accentuated on smaller denomination coins. This single side misalignment seems to 
indicate rocker or roller dies in which the incised images in the obverse and reverse dies 
were not perfectly aligned when the images were impressed. Therefore, when the coin 
was cut out of the strip the image on one side (the reverse) was correctly trimmed while 
the image on the other side was partly clipped off. 


When using a screw press the images on the obverse and reverse dies would align 
so that an off-center strike would be off-center on both sides of the coin, not just on one 
side. Automatic alignment is an advantage of the screw press over roller and rocker 
presses and one of the reasons the screw press ultimately replaced them. If a screw press 
had been used one would expect a rather precise alignment of the images so that both 
sides would be equally on-center (or equally off-center). Alignment errors on a screw 
press usually occur when a planchet is not properly resting on the die so that some 
portion of each side of the planchet is not struck. Two sided misalignment is what is seen 
in alignment errors on small planchet shillings (i.e. if part of the obverse legend is clipped 
one finds part of the reverse legend clipped). This suggests the small planchet shillings 
were produced on a screw press. 


Another piece of evidence for the rocker press is that it appears the Willow, Oak 
and Large Planchet Pines, as well as the 3d and 6d Pines, were impressed on strips and 
then cut out by hand, rather than having been made from pre-cut planchets. This seems 
likely based on specimens such as the two Pine Tree Noe | examples I use as figures 22 
and 23. There are several other specimens that could have been used to illustrate this 
point. I illustrated these two examples because they are over the authorized weight, so it 
would seem unlikely the clipping could be attributed to illegal post-minting activities. 
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A problem with the rocker press theory relates to the beaded borders (usually only the 
inner beaded border is visible) on the obverse and reverse of the coins. Noe mentioned 
the beaded borders on some varieties appear elongated or oval while on other varieties 
they appear rounder. It has been suggested the coins with the rounder appearance could 
have been made in a screw press while the more oval coins were made on a rocker press. 
One interesting example that makes this theory impossible is Oak Tree Noe 1, where the 
obverse beaded border is oval while the reverse beaded border is rounder! 


The elongation of the beaded border as an oval rather than a circle suggests a rocker 
die in which the diemaker delineated a circle on the die and then used that circle as a 
guide on which to create the beaded border (this would give the beaded border on the 
coin an oval appearance.) Closely related to the creation of this border is the center dot 
seen on the coins. I suspect the center dot impressed into the die was the reference point 
for centering the design. In the book I suggested a compass was used to delineate a circle 
on the die. However, it seems to me it would be a rather difficult procedure to delineate 
an oval on a curved rocker die using a compass, which would be necessary to produce the 
circular design we see on several varieties of Massachusetts silver. Based on a 
suggestion made by Jim Spilman in a recent e-mail exchange, I now suspect a metal 
template was aligned on the center dot and then used as a guide in delineating a circle (or 
oval) for the beaded border. 


If a template was circular, the image on the curved rocker die would be circular. 
Such a die would produce a less desirable oval shaped beaded border on the coins. But, 
if the template was more oval, the image on the curved rocker die would be oval. Such a 
die would produce coins with a rounder border of beads. It seems to me, the use of 
templates rather than a compass can account for the variations we see between varieties 
that have an oval appearance and those that have a rounder appearance. Of course, this 
also requires one to assume there were several templates. Thus the template used for the 
inner beaded border on the obverse die of Oak Tree Noe 1 was rounder, making the 
obverse beaded border on the coin look oval. At the same time the template used on the 
reverse die was more oval, hence the reverse of the coin had a beaded border that was 
rounder. 


There are several other observations that suggest a rocker press, such as the wavy 
appearance of several specimens and the wearing out of the central tree design as I 
explained in figures 24 and 25 regarding the examples of the Large Planchet Pine Tree 
shillings Noe 2 and 3. Also, as explained in the book, the expansion of the shilling 
planchet with the introduction of the large planchet Pines further suggests a rocker press 
was employed. However, the contraction of the diameter and the increased thickness in 
the small planchet Pines, along the rather improved alignment of the obverse and reverse 
images, suggests the acquisition of both a screw press and a planchet cutter. None of 
these observations conclusively prove what type of press was used but together they 
suggest there is a fairly good probability that a rocker press was used up to the small 
planchet series. 


@ 





You mentioned the reverse die axes of Massachusetts coins. This is a particularly 
interesting point in regard to Willow Tree coinage. Unfortunately, die rotation is rarely 
included in descriptions of Massachusetts silver. It is not even found in the detailed 
descriptions from the Hain sale catalog! However, John Kleeberg did include die rotation 
information in his catalog of the 1991 COAC exhibition. Thus, on this point my evidence 
is sparse. I am limited to the COAC data and the few examples of Massachusetts silver I 
have been able to personally examine to determine reverse die axes data. 


Generally, the reverse die axis of a Massachusetts Oak or Pine Tree coin is at 12:00 
o'clock (a medal turn) or within 30°, that is between 11:00 to 1:00 o’clock. The major 
exception is the Oak Tree Noe 1, which has a coin turn with a reverse axis at 6 o’clock 
(or no more than 15° to the left of center). Interestingly, two Willow Tree shillings have a 
coin turn: COAC number 17, a Noe 3-C and COAC number 19, a Noe 3-E. Naturally, 
the NE series has a coin turn, although COAC catalog number 8, an NE Noe 3-C shilling 
has a medal turn! 


From the COAC examples the only Oak or Pine Tree coins with a reverse axis 
beyond a 30° variance are: catalog number 48, an Oak Tree Noe 10 at 1:30 o’clock, or 
45° to the right of center and catalog number 139 a Pine Tree 3d at 10:30, or 45° to the 
left. There is no substantial difference in the degree of variance in the reverse die axis 
between large planchet and small planchet shillings. However, there is a wider variance 
in the reverse die axes on the Willow Tree series. COAC number 13 has a reverse axis at 
2:00 o’clock (60° variance), number 15 at 2:15 o’clock (67.5° variance) and number 19 at 
4:00 o’clock (60° variance). 


There are several ways to interpret this data. It could lead one to suspect a 
different production method for the Willow series. On the other hand the Willow Tree 
coins could be interpreted as an early series where inexperience resulted in wider 
tolerances (and more shifting of the dies). One could assume the rocker dies were not 
always perfectly symmetrical, or to state it more accurately, the axis of engraved image 
on the obverse rocker die was not precisely symmetrical with the axis of the engraved 
image on the reverse rocker die. This may have been due to an engraving miscalculation 
or, more probably, it may have been due to an alignment problem with the rocker dies. 
As mentioned above, if one rocker die was slightly higher or lower or slightly to the right 
or the left of the other die, the obverse and reverse would be misaligned so that one side 
of the impressed coin was somewhat off-center from the other side. However, there is 
also another type of misalignment. If one of the two rocker dies was at a slightly tilted 
angle, the obverse and reverse could be centered but the die axis of one side would be 
misaligned. The degree of the tilt of the die would be reflected by the variance of the axis 
from center on the coin. Thus the data might suggest early Willow dies tilted as much as 
60° and sometimes even more, while in later periods the dies usually tilted no more than 
30°. On the other hand one might suspect this wider variance suggests another type of 
press was used. 
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Based on the several observations above that suggest a rocker press, I currently 
view the reverse die axes data as demonstrating the axes of the engraved images on the 
rocker dies were not always perfectly symmetrical to each other and that at the earliest 
period, when Willows were produced, symmetry was even more problematic. 


Mr. Louis Jordan September 16, 2002 


Dear Louis: 


Thank you for your letter of September 9, 2002 and its fascinating explanatory 
enclosure. 

In this letter I am answering primarily the first sentence of your enclosure and my 
speculation as to the difficult problem at hand on coinage equipment for Willow Trees. It 
is essential for you to read (if you have not) Denis Cooper, The Art and Craft of Coin 
Making (London 1988, pp.51-60). This explains the early problem of preventing 
rotation of the upper die in a screw press and what was done about it. 

I lean more and more to the Willow Tree coinage being made in a screw press 
lacking proper parts or with defective parts, permitting turning of the upper die during 
striking. There was no screw press used or needed for the prior NE coinage as only small 
hand punches were enough. The first coin press used for Willow Tree coinage could 
have been made in Massachusetts or imported. It could have been new or used. It was 
primitive or defective in any event. On many of the Willow Trees both dies and/or the 
planchet rotated, but without regularity in the amount of rotation from piece to piece and 
usually with no double striking of the same part of the design. 

In a crude screw press without a slider it seems possible that the lower die might 
have been supported in a cup-like holder so that the lower die would be free to rotate 
when activated by the rotating upper die in a transfer of torque from the upper nut to the 
upper die through the planchet. It may have been thought that the upper and lower dies 
would turn smoothly together and result in a clear striking. It seems clear that the 
planchet slipped within the dies during the striking due to the torque and /or the bounce 
of the vertical impact. 

When the vertical impact was very strong the rotation of the dies might have 
increased the planchet twist whereas a weaker strike might have turned the lower die 
smoothly without the planchet moving within the dies. Most of the Willows have design 
and letter elements in a variety of rotated positions. Those few in which the die image is 
complete and properly placed on both sides of the coin are weak strikes so far as I am 
aware. I see no way for a rocker press or sway press to cause strange and inconsistent die 
planchet rotation. It might have smeared the design if the planchet moved. 

The striking impact and the torque pressure both had to be absorbed and that 
combination certainly could make the striking pressure and bounce very uneven and 
cause the planchet to move during striking. If they used a screw press with a slider to try 
to prevent upper die rotation the iron of the slider could be easily bent by the constant 
twist impact and permit the upper die to rotate somewhat on striking. If that happened 
the lower die might stay locked in place but the planchet would have to rotate somewhat 
because of upper die rotation. There could have been a heavy shock in two directions 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. Louis Jordan September 16, 2002 
52087 Central Ave 
South Bend, IN 46637 


Dear Louis: 


Thank you for your letter of September 9, 2002 and its fascinating explanatory 
enclosure. 

In this letter I am answering primarily the first sentence of your enclosure and my 
speculation as to the difficult problem at hand on coinage equipment for Willow Trees. It 
is essential for you to read (if you have not) Denis Cooper, The Art and Craft of Coin 
Making (London 1988, pp.51-60). This explains the early problem of preventing 
rotation of the upper die in a screw press and what was done about it. 

I lean more and more to the Willow Tree coinage being made in a screw press 
lacking proper parts or with defective parts, permitting turning of the upper die during 
striking. There was no screw press used or needed for the prior NE coinage as only small 
hand punches were enough. The first coin press used for Willow Tree coinage could 
have been made in Massachusetts or imported. It could have been new or used. It was 
primitive or defective in any event. On many of the Willow Trees both dies and/or the 
planchet rotated, but without regularity in the amount of rotation from piece to piece and 
usually with no double striking of the same part of the design. 

In a crude screw press without a slider it seems possible that the lower die might 
have been supported in a cup-like holder so that the lower die would be free to rotate 
when activated by the rotating upper die in a transfer of torque from the upper nut to the 
upper die through the planchet. It may have been thought that the upper and lower dies 
would turn smoothly together and result in a clear striking. It seems clear that the 
planchet slipped within the dies during the strikimg due to the torque and /or the bounce 
of the vertical impact. ) 

When the vertical impact was very strong the rotation of the dies might have 
increased the planchet twist whereas a weaker strike might have turned the lower die 
smoothly without the planchet moving within the: dies. Most of the Willows have design 
and letter elements in a wariety of rotated positions. Those few in which the die image is 
complete and properly placed on both sides of the coin are weak strikes so far as I am 
aware. I see no way for a rocker press or sway press to cause strange and inconsistent die 
planchet rotation. It might have smeared the design if the planchet moved. 

The striking impact and the torque pressure both had to be absorbed and that 
combination certainly could make the striking pressure and bounce very uneven and 
cause the planchet to move during striking. If they used a screw press with a slider to try 
to prevent upper die rotation the iron of the slider could be easily bent by the constant 
twist impact and permit the upper die to rotate somewhat on striking. If that happened 





the lower die might stay locked in place but the planchet would have to rotate somewhat 
because of upper die rotation. There could have been a heavy shock in two directions 
from the combined impact and torque absorption depending on the ability of the parts to 
stay in their intended position and their resilience. 

The fact that the designs were not smeared by the movement is somewhat of a 
mystery. It would mean that the planchet moved separately from the dies for an instant 
while the dies bounced apart. How to find out what vibration resulted from the vertical 
impact and the torque is beyond me. 

There could also be die movement on striking due to the threads of the screw 
press not perfectly fitting the main nut. There could be resultant play on impact because 
the threads on the screw and on the nut were square cut by hand and /or might have been 
damaged by the early strikings. 

It is clear there was no circular planchet cutter used for the Willows. Ifa planchet 
cutting screw press was available that would constitute one extra piece of machinery and 
such a planchet cutter would not eliminate hand cutting after striking because they had no 
roller press strong enough to make sheets of uniform thickness. They were making 
sheets by hand hammering and that would not produce uniform enough thickness to use a 
screw press for planchet cutting and obtain planchets of equal and proper weight. 

In addition to Cooper’s material there is an illustration of a screw press which 
seems to have a rotating top die in “Essay on Coining” by Samuel Thompson, Dublin 
1783 that is a manuscript at ANS. It has illustrations of a screw press planchet cutter and 
a screw press minting machine (See those illustrations in Don Taxay, U.S. Mint and 
Coinage (NY 1966). Also the screw press for coinage is in Walter Breen’s Encyclopedia 
of Early U.S. Cents 1793-1814 (Wolfeboro, NH 2001) 

I have found a written description of a screw press minting machine in the 1815 
Philadelphia edition of the Encyclopedia Britannica and this specifically stated that the 
upper die turned during striking. I located this item in Mexico under the article on 
Coinage. 

Ken Bressett and I have been tossing this problem around for a whale and your 
input would be most welcome and helpful. It is a puzzlement. If you have further 
questions please send them, also your email address. 

Again my congratulations on your opus. I am sorry to raise so much Hull but he 
certainly could have helped us by making more entries in his records. 


My best, 


o 


Eric P. Newman 


Cc: Kenneth Bressett 


Mr. Louis Jordan September 30, 2002 


Dear Louis: 


I feel I should modify the content of my September 16, 2002 letter to you 
concerning the minting method for the Willow Tree coinage. I realize this may not be a 
matter which is of major interest to you, but merely want to inform you of a change in my 
direction of thought about the puzzlement arising from the position of design elements on 
most Willow Tree coinage. 

Ken Bressett has now convinced me that my thinking on screw press strikings is 
not sound. He feels that if they had a screw press for Willows they would never have 
gone backward to a rocker press or sway press for the Oak Tree and the large size Pine 
Tree coinage. He feels that a hand hammered striking is the probable method for 
Willows. When hammer striking is used the planchet would be hand placed on the lower 
die whether the die was countersunk in a tree trunk base or otherwise mounted or held. 
Then the upper die whether it was hand held or tongs held would be struck by a blow 
from a hammer. The strike could be too strong, too weak, off center, tilted etc. often 
requiring another blow because of inexperienced workmen. The planchet would expand 
radially during striking. It could stick to either die or move radially or jump out. The 
thickness of the planchet would not be uniform because the metal was first hammered 
into sheet and not made from rolled sheet. A cookie cutter might have been helpful to cut 
planchets out of a sheet but due to lack of uniform thickness the struck coin would have 
to be further clipped in any event to reach proper weight. They had no cookie cutter of 
the screw press type as you know from reviewing Oak Tree coinage and large Pine Tree 
coinage struck later. Use of a cookie cutter after striking Willow Tree coinage is not 
indicated on Willow Tree examples. 

Ken feels that strips were not used for that hand minting; just individual cut outs 
of convenient shape. For a second blow the upper die would be somewhat rotated in 
position because it was never confined. The planchet may have moved somewhat during 
striking or might have had to be replaced on the lower die again for a second strike if it 
jumped out or moved after the first strike. The planchet after being struck might not have 
been placed directly over the lower die because of the planchet expansion or bounce. 

Both sides of Willows usually have rotated impressions rather than direct 
overlapping impressions. These design positions led me to select the screw press as the 
only reasonable source for the design positions because a primitive screw press could 
have had the torque motion and impact bounce that could explain those rotations. As to 
hand hammering Ken has concluded that almost anything could happen, as the upper die 
would always be in a different rotated position on the second strike from the first strike. 
How a second blow in hand hammering would seem to shift the lower die is a problem as 
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Mr, Louis Jordan September 30, 2002 
52087 Central Ave 
South Bend, IN 46637 


Dear Louis: 


I feel I should modify the content of my September 16, 2002 letter to you 
concerning the minting method for the Willow Tree coinage. I realize this may not be a 
matter which is of major interest to you, but merely want to inform you of a change in my 
direction of thought about the puzzlement arising from the position of design elements on 
most Willow Tree coinage. 

Ken Bressett has. now convinced me that my thinking on screw press strikings is 
not sound. He feels that if they had a screw press for Willows they would never have 
gone backward to a rocker press or sway press for the Oak Tree and the large size Pine 
Tree coinage. He feels that a hand hammered striking is the probable method for 
Willows. When hammer striking is used the planchet would be hand placed on the lower 
die whether the die was countersunk in a tree trunk base or otherwise mounted or held. 
Then the upper die whether it was hand held or tongs held would be struck by a blow 
from a hammer. The strike could be too strong, too weak, off center, tilted etc. often 
requiring another blow because of inexperienced workmen. The planchet would expand 


thickness of the planchet would not be uniform because the metal was first hammered 
into sheet and not made from rolled sheet. A cookie cutter might have been helpful to cut 
planchets out of a sheet but due to lack of uniform thickness the struck coin would have 
to be further clipped in any event to reach proper weight. They had no cookie cutter of 
the screw press type as you know from reviewing Oak Tree coinage and large Pine Tree 
coinage struck later. Use of a cookie cutter after striking Willow Tree coinage is not 
indicated on Willow Tree examples. 

Ken feels that strips were not used for that hand minting; just individual cut outs 
of convenient shape. For a second blow the upper die would be somewhat rotated in 
position because it was mever confined. The planchet may have moved somewhat during 
striking or might have had to be replaced on the lower die again for a second strike if it 
jumped out or moved after the first strike. The planchet after being struck might not have 
been placed directly over the lower die because of the planchet expansion or bounce. 

Both sides of Willows usually have rotated impressions rather tham direct 
overlapping impressions, These design positions led me to select the screw press as the 
only reasonable source for the design positions because a primitive screw press could 
have had the torque motion and impact bounce that could explain those rotations. As to 
hand hammering Ken has concluded that almost anything could happen, as the upper die 
would always be in a different rotated position on the second strike from the first strike. 


How a second blow in hand hammering would seem to shift the lower die is a problem as 
it might have become somewhat loose in its wooden holder and shift position slightly or 
the planchet could slip imto a different position during the first strike or move due to 
planchet expansion. Ken is an expert on English hammered coinage but for now has no 
specific explanation of the weird results of Willow Tree coinage. He and I will think 
about the problem further. Perhaps you can add to our thoughts by looking at the images 
in your book. Feel free to ask any questions or make comments but further reasonable 
answers may not be within any grasp. 

It is a fascinating challenge and we hope it can be solved. 


My kindest regards, 


ye 


Eric P. Newman 


Cc: Ken Bressett 


October 6, 2002 


Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric, 


Thank you for your very interesting letters of September 16th and 30th. 
Your discussion of the possible use of the screw press for Willow Tree coinage was 
intriguing. I had never considered the possibility of a rotating die (either the upper or 
lower die or both) or imperfect threads on the main screw as possible sources of the 
Willow Tree errors. 


Obviously, as you suggested, the screw press theory presents problems in 
understanding how the planchet rotated as the dies bounced apart, but my central question 
was one similar to what Ken brought up. Ken asked - Why go backwards from a screw 
press to a rocker press with the Oak coinage? I looked at this situation from the other side 
of the timeline. Namely, I asked — Is it possible Hull could have obtained such an 
advanced machine as a screw press at a time when even the London mint was striking 
coins by the hammer method? As I understand Cooper and other sources, the screw press 
was quite rare in coining before the 1660's. Some screw press coins were produced under 
Elizabeth, also, soon after the Hull mint opened, Cromwell experimented on a limited 
basis with the screw press for Commonwealth coinage (half crown 1656; crown, shilling 
and sixpence 1658). However, even at the London mint the screw press did not become 
the standard method of impressing coins until Charles II in the early 1660s. This was 
aiso true elsewhere, Cooper mentions the Zeeland press converting in 1671. The Spanish 
mints did not convert to the screw press until around 1700 in Spain and even later at their 
American mints (1730s-40s). 


Does it seem probable that during the 1650s the colonial mint of Hull would have 
access to the very latest (and the most expensive) minting equipment available? One 
would need to have a fairly detailed knowledge of the use of the screw press in the early 
1600s, to answer this question. My knowledge on this subject is quite limited. As best as 
I can determine the early Italian screw presses were used for the production of medals, 
although I know of one Papal gold coin produced on a screw press (there certainly may 
have been other coins, but I am not aware of them). Even as late as the 1560s minters 


stated the screw press was too slow and therefore was not as economical as hammer 
striking in the production of business strike coinage (Cooper, p. 54). 


Ken's theory certainly takes care of this problem since the technology and 
equipment for hammer striking was readily available and was relatively inexpensive. It 
also seems to be a reasonable intermediary between the NE punches and a full-scale 
rocker press. Also, there is little doubt each strike of the hammer could produce a variety 
of problems (off-center, tilted, etc.) that would be unique to a single coin. A second 
strike that was improperly aligned and was delivered at an angle (or if there was a tilting 
of the die) could produce the off center bead rings in one quarter of the coin, as is found 
on several Willow Tree shillings. It could also account for specific doubled numbers and 
letters (as the Noe 1-A example I illustrated with a doubled 2 but a normal 5 in the date 
1652). 


Further, the hammer strike theory (as well as the screw press theory) have an 
advantage over the rocker press theory as regards the obverse and reverse alignment of 
Willow Tree 6d and 3d coins. The few existing 6d and 3d Willow Tree obverses and 
reverses are well aligned. With the rocker press one would expect a larger portion of one 
side of the coin to be misaligned, so that at some point the legend area would be off the 
planchet. This is certainly true in the Oak and Pine series, but it is not true for the 
Willows. 


However, you made a significant point in the fourth paragraph of your September 
30th letter. Namely, many surviving Willow Tree coins display a rotated impression 
rather than (the more common phenomenon of) an overlapping impression. Of course, 
almost anything could happen to a planchet when it was struck a second time using the 
hammer method, including a rotated or an overlapping impression. But, when we look at 
the surviving Willow Tree coins, we see many (or possibly most) surviving specimens 
display some significant die rotation impression problems. 


If we assume these surviving specimens are a reasonable sample of the original 
population (which I suspect is probably the case since the specimens extend through 
multiple obverse and reverse die varieties), then we must ask the following question. If 
the Willow Tree coins were hammer struck is it likely a significant number of examples 
would display a rotating double impression? My answer to this would be — I suspect the 
hammer process could produce a rotated impress but I believe that would not be a normal 
strike. Wouldn't the random nature of the hammer strike have produced some examples 
with overlapping impressions as well as many specimens that were correctly struck? A 
variety of different of errors would seem more appropriate to hammer strikes, especially 
if one was suggesting hammer struck errors were do to inexperienced minters. The 
extraordinary preponderance of rotational errors seems to suggest a continuing problem 
caused by a machine rather than a continuing repetitive error by an individual hammering 
planchets. 


To briefly elaborate - I know of no hammer struck series that displays such a large 
preponderance of strikes with major rotational errors. Even the Higley coppers, which 




















were hammer struck by a very low budget private mint, show far less significant errors 
that the Willow Tree series; and the Higley errors are mostly overlapping rather than 
rotational. Further, there were numerous locally produced hammer struck tokens around 
the 1650s (as the 17th century English tokens) and many other hammer struck series from 
ancient times up to Hull. As far as I know none of these hammer struck series produced 
coins with a preponderance of the strikes displaying major rotational errors 


If we postulate the lower die was countersunk in a tree trunk or somehow affixed 
to another base and it began to loosen after a certain number of blows, it is quite likely 
the die could rotate and case the rotational error we observe on the coins. However, if 
this was the case one would expect the reverse die axis to vary widely, especially on 
examples displaying major rotated impressions. In fact, most of the COAC examples 
have a reverse die rotation of 30° or less (although some are as much as 60°). Indeed, 
COAC number 13 (my figure 14) shows significant rotation of the obverse image yet the 
reverse die axis is 0°. That the reverse die axes of most coins were within 30° of center 
would suggest the die was not allowed freely rotate from one strike to another but that the 
die was repositioned after each coin (or after every few coins) was/were struck. If this 
was the case one would suspect the minter would try to stabilize the die, possibly 
wedging it in tight with a shim or some packing material. Obviously, the COAC exhibit 
was limited to 13 Willow Tree coins and is only a small sampling of the extant 
population. A larger sampling is necessary. 


It seems to me if the coins were hammer struck the number of radial rotational 
errors would be fewer and there would be some examples with full (i.e. overlapping) 
doubling. If a machine caused the error, it would seem more likely we would only find 
one type of error (i.e. the radial doubling). Further, if the minters did not have the proper 
part or the skill to make a new part they would need to wait until a replacement could be 
procured. In the meantime they would continue to produce defective items day after day. 


To me the central problem is - many of the surviving Willow Tree coins exhibit 
serious rotational impression defects. There is no minting procedure where such serious 
defects are part of the standard operation. Thus, we must guess which of the known 
minting procedures might have produced those errors. First we must suggest how the 
errors might have been produced if a specific minting process was used. This in no way 
proves that particular method was used, rather it only suggests the particular method 
cannot be excluded as a possibility. Next, we must ask if that method can reasonably 
account for the other features on the coins (die rotation, centering, etc.) If we had a large 
number of correctly impressed coins and a few errors the task would be easier. With very 
few correctly impressed coins we have very little to use as a standard by which to reject 
possible minting methods. Thirdly we must suggest reasons for suspecting that specific 
method may have actually been used at the Boston mint. 


About a year ago Ray Williams asked me if there was need to create a die variety 
plate of the various NE and Willow varieties. I suggested a die variety plate of the 
Willow Tree coins would be of little help. However, I did say it would be of enormous 
help if there was a plate displaying all (or most of) the surviving specimens of Willow 


Tree coins. The unique nature of the impression errors on these coins requires one to 
examine all the survivors. Rarely (if ever) do two specimens from the same die have 
similar impressions. Just to get an accurate image of each die, Noe had to produce 
composite drawings made from several specimens of each die. To obtain a better 
understanding of how these coins were produced we need to be able to view the entire 
surviving population, with accurate weight, diameter and reverse die axis measurements. 
At the very least it would help in quantifying the data on the type and frequency of 
impression errors. 


Addenda: A brief caveat on rolled verses hammered sheets — I cannot prove what 
method Hull used in the 1650s to produce sterling sheets (or strips). However, there is no 
doubt iron bars were being flattened between wrought iron rollers at the Hammersmith 
Ironworks by 1648. Undoubtedly the rollers were made by Joseph Jenks, who I suspect 
also made items for Hull. It seems to me that it is quite likely Hull had rollers. Doubtless 
they were not perfectly polished rollers, not was he able to get perfect tolerances for 
precise thicknesses. My figure 9 of an NE shilling shows dots on the planchet that I 
believe to be imperfections (little nicks or holes) in the rollers. However, it is quite 
possible Hull still may have done some hammering to the sheets. This is a very minor 
point, for there is no doubt, as you state, Hull was unable insure a precise thickness, thus 
two coins of the same diameter would have different weights. 


Best wishes, 


ees 


Louis Jordan 
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Some thoughts on the Willow Tree series 
10/07/2002 12:09:49 PM Central Daylight Time 


Dear Eric, 





Over the weekend | wrote down some thoughts regarding your two 
letters, which are found below. The second letter arrived on Friday. 
Just before | was about to compose a reply to your first letter! | 

shall also send this information to you as a regular letter but | 

thought you might want to pass it on to Ken Bressett. | do not have 
his address so | could not send him a paper copy. Perhaps you could 
send him a copy of this e-mail. | hope you or Ken may have some 
answers for the questions and comments | pose. | am certainly not an 
expert on hammer coinage production. 


The method of manufacture for the Willows is a very interesting 
problem. At this point | am not sure as to which method was used. 


All best, 


Lou Jordan P 


| a 


October 6, 2002 


Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric, 


Thank you for your very interesting letters of September 16th 
and 30th. Your discussion of the possible use of the screw press for 
Willow Tree coinage was intriguing. | had never considered the 
possibility of a rotating die (either the upper or lower die or both) 
or imperfect threads on the main screw as possible sources of the 
Willow Tree errors. 


Obviously, as you suggested, the screw press theory presents problems 
in understanding how the planchet rotated as the dies bounced apart, 
but my central question was one similar to what Ken brought up. Ken 
asked - Why go backwards from a screw press to a rocker press with 
the Oak coinage? | looked at this situation from the other side of 
the timeline. Namely, | asked - Is it possible Hull could have 
obtained such an advanced machine as a screw press at a time when 
even the London mint was striking coins by the hammer method? As | 
understand Cooper and other sources, the screw press was quite rare ca 
in coining before the 1660's. Some screw press coins were produced 
under Elizabeth, also, soon after the Hull mint opened, Cromwell 
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experimented on a limited basis with the screw preesferi@aamonwealth 
coinage (half crown 1656; crown, shillingsand_simpensa sh58k1 63101 
However, even at the London mint the screw pressdia-_satibesome the 
standard method of impressing coins until Charles II in the early 
1660s. This was also true elsewhere; Cooper mentions the Zeeland 
press converting in 1671. The Spanish mints did not convert to the 
screw press until around 1700 in Spain and even later at their 
American mints (1730s-40s). 


Does it seem probable that during the 1650s the colonial mint of Hull 
would have access to the very latest (and the most expensive) minting 
equipment available? One would need to have a fairly detailed 
knowledge of the use of the screw press in the early 1600s, to answer 
‘this question. My knowledge on this subject is quite limited. As 

best as | can determine the early Italian screw presses were used for 
the production of medals, although | know of one Papal gold coin 
produced on a screw press (there certainly may have been other coins, 
but | am not aware of them). Even as late as the 1560s minters 

stated the screw press was too slow and therefore was not as 
economical as hammer striking in the production of business strike 
coinage (Cooper, p. 54). 


Ken's theory certainly takes care of this problem since the 
technology and equipment for hammer striking was readily available 
and was relatively inexpensive. It also seems to be a reasonable 
intermediary between the NE punches and a full-scale rocker press. 
Also, there is little doubt each strike of the hammer could produce a 
variety of problems (off-center, tilted, etc.) that would be unique 
to a single coin. A second strike that was improperly aligned and 
was delivered at an angle (or if there was a tilting of the die) 
could produce the off center bead rings in one quarter of the coin, 
as is found on several Willow Tree shillings. It could also account 
for specific doubled numbers and letters (as the Noe 1-A example | 
illustrated with a doubled 2 but a normal 5 in the date 1652). 


Further, the hammer strike theory (as well as the screw press theory) 
have an advantage over the rocker press theory as regards the obverse 
and reverse alignment of Willow Tree 6d and 3d coins. The few 
existing 6d and 3d Willow Tree obverses and reverses are well 

aligned. With the rocker press one would expect a larger portion of 
one side of the coin to be misaligned, so that at some point the 

legend area would be off the planchet. This is certainly true in the 

Oak and Pine series, but it is not true for the Willows. 


However, you made a significant point in the fourth paragraph 
of your September 30th letter. Namely, many surviving Willow Tree 
coins display a rotated impression rather than (the more common 
phenomenon of) an overlapping impression. Of course, almost anything 
could happen to a planchet when it was struck a second time using the 
hammer method, including a rotated or an overlapping impression. 
But, when we look at the surviving Willow Tree coins, we see many (or 
possibly most) surviving specimens display some significant die 
rotation impression problems. 


If we assume these surviving specimens are a reasonable sample of the 
original population (which | suspect is probably the case since the 
specimens extend through multiple obverse and reverse die varieties), 
then we must ask the following question. If the Willow Tree coins 

were hammer struck is it likely a significant number of examples 

would display a rotating double impression? My answer to this would 
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be - | suspect the hammer process could produce a rotated impress but 
| believe that would not be a normal strike. Wouldn't the random 

nature of the hammer strike have produced some examples with 
overlapping impressions as well as many specimens that were correctly 
struck? A variety of different of errors would seem more appropriate 

to hammer strikes, especially if one was suggesting hammer struck 
errors were do to inexperienced minters. The extraordinary 
preponderance of rotational errors seems to suggest a continuing 
problem caused by a machine rather than a continuing repetitive error 
by an individual hammering planchets. 


To briefly elaborate - | know of no hammer struck series that 
displays such a large preponderance of strikes with major rotational 
errors. Even the Higley coppers, which were hammer struck by a very 
low budget private mint, show far less significant errors that the 
Willow Tree series; and the Higley errors are mostly overlapping 
rather than rotational. Further, there were numerous locally 
produced hammer struck tokens around the 1650s (as the 17th century 
English tokens) and many other hammer struck series from ancient 
times up to Hull. As far as | know none of these hammer struck 
series produced coins with a preponderance of the strikes displaying 
major rotational errors 


If we postulate the lower die was countersunk in a tree trunk or 
somehow affixed to another base and it began to loosen after a 
certain number of blows, it is quite likely the die could rotate and 

case the rotational error we observe on the coins. However, if this 
was the case one would expect the reverse die axis to vary widely, 
especially on examples displaying major rotated impressions. In 

fact, most of the COAC examples have a reverse die rotation of 30° or 
less (although some are as much as 60°). Indeed, COAC number 13 (my 
figure 14) shows significant rotation of the obverse image yet the 
reverse die axis is 0°. That the reverse die axes of most coins were 
within 30° of center would suggest the die was not allowed freely 
rotate from one strike to another but that the die was repositioned 
after each coin (or after every few coins) was/were struck. If this 

was the case one would suspect the minter would try to stabilize the 
die, possibly wedging it in tight with a shim or some packing 

material. Obviously, the COAC exhibit was limited to 13 Willow Tree 
coins and is only a small sampling of the extant population. A 

larger sampling is necessary. 


It seems to me if the coins were hammer struck the number of radial 
rotational errors would be fewer and there would be some examples 
with full (i.e. overlapping) doubling. If a machine caused the 

error, it would seem more likely we would only find one type of error 
(i.e. the radial doubling). Further, if the minters did not have the 
proper part or the skill to make a new part they would need to wait 
until a replacement could be procured. In the meantime they would 
continue to produce defective items day after day. 


To me the central problem is - many of the surviving Willow 
Tree coins exhibit serious rotational impression defects. There is 
no minting procedure where such serious defects are part of the 
standard operation. Thus, we must guess which of the known minting 
procedures might have produced those errors. First we must suggest 
how the errors might have been produced if a specific minting process 
was used. This in no way proves that particuleemnethod waxused, 
rather it only suggests the particular mejfag¢ saan a axctuded asa 
possibility. Next, we must ask if that method can,geasanahly account _ 
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for the other features on the coins (die rotation, centering ete. ) 
If we had a large number of correctly impsesaecocing askbe faves 101 
errors the task would be easier. With very few cerracthsimprassed 
coins we have very little to use as a standard by which to reject 
possible minting methods. Thirdly we must suggest reasons for 
suspecting that specific method may have actually been used at the 
Boston mint. 


About a year ago Ray Williams asked me if there was need to 
create a die variety plate of the various NE and Willow varieties. | 
suggested a die variety plate of the Willow Tree coins would be of 
little help. However, | did say it would be of enormous help if 
there was a plate displaying all (or most of) the surviving specimens 
of Willow Tree coins. The unique nature of the impression errors on 
these coins requires one to examine all the survivors. Rarely (if 
ever) do two specimens from the same die have similar impressions. 
Just to get an accurate image of each die, Noe had to produce 
composite drawings made from several specimens of each die. To obtain 
a better understanding of how these coins were produced we need to be 
able to view the entire surviving population, with accurate weight, 
diameter and reverse die axis measurements. At the very least it 
would help in quantifying the data on the type and frequency of 
impression errors. 


Addenda: A brief caveat on rolled verses hammered sheets - | 
cannot prove what method Hull used in the 1650s to produce sterling 
sheets (or strips). However, there is no doubt iron bars were being 
flattened between wrought iron rollers at the Hammersmith Ironworks 
by 1648. Undoubtedly the rollers were made by Joseph Jenks, who | 
suspect also made items for Hull. It seems to me that it is quite 
likely Hull had rollers. Doubtless they were not perfectly polished 
rollers, not was he able to get perfect tolerances for precise 
thicknesses. My figure 9 of an NE shilling shows dots on the 
planchet that | believe to be imperfections (little nicks or holes) 
in the rollers. However, it is quite possible Hull still may have 
done some hammering to the sheets. This is a very minor point, for 
there is no doubt, as you state, Hull was unable insure a precise 
thickness, thus two coins of the same diameter would have different 
weights. 


Louis Jordan 

Director of Special Collections 
102 Hesburgh Library 
University of Notre Dame 
Notre Dame, IN 46556 


Tel: 574-631-5636 
Fax: 574-631-6308 


Visit our coin and currency sites at: 
http:/Awww.coins.nd.edu 


a--------~------------- Headers -------------------------------- 


Page 4 of 5 


Return Pt 
Received: from rly-xa03.mx.aol.com (rly-xa03.mail.aol.com [172.20.105.72]) by air-xa04.mail.aol.com 


(v89.10) with ESMTP id MAILINXA42-1007130949; Mon, 07 Oct 2002 13:09:49 -0400 


Received: from dagger.nd.edu (dagger.nd.edu [129.74.250.101]) by rly-xa03.mx.aol.com (v89.10) with 


Luesday, October 08,2002 America Online: EricNumis 


Page 5 of 5 


ESMTP id MAILRELAYINXA310-1007 130926; Mon, 07 Oct 2002 13:09:26 2000 
Received: from [129.74.177.129] (jordan. library.nd.edu [129.74.177.129]) 

by dagger.nd.edu (8.12.2/8.12.2) with ESMTP id g97H9O0Gj025652 

for | Mon, 7 Oct 2002 12:09:24 -0500 (EST) 


Mime-Version: 1.0 


X-Sender: 
Message-Id: 
Date: Mon, ct '07:39 -0400 


To: 
From: Lou Jordan 
Subject: Some thoughts on the Willow Tree series 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" ; format="flowed" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 










Tuesday, October 08, 2002 America Online: EricNumis 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. Louis Jordan December 30, 2002 
Department of Special Collections 

102 Hesburgh Library 

University of Notre Dame 

South Bend, IN 46556 


Dear Lou: 
Happy New Year. 


I have been researching other numismatic matters and wanted to get back to you 
again on the type of coin press which might have been used for the Willow Tree coinage. 

I reread Cooper and found that Chapters 4 and 5 have extensive material on the 
screw press in addition to Chapter 6 which is specifically identified by a screw press title. 
I wrote to Cooper to ask him to clarify some matters but just learned that he recently 
passed away. : 

You indicated that I might be correct that a crude screw press might have been 
used. I am further convinced of that because of rereading Cooper. I had indicated that a 
screw press might have a top die which turned with the screw on striking. I now feel that 
that this was corrected long before 1652 and was unlikely in view of the improvements 
pointed out by Cooper. If the upper die was prevented from turning by a square or 
hexagonal slider of some sort the Torque at the bottom of the screw would on striking 
have to be absorbed through the horizontal top of the upper die causing a very substantial 
twisting force on the die, its holder and the threads of the screw on each striking. This 
would cause a continuing distortion of the parts attempting to absorb the force. As 
Cooper pointed out the parts were not strong or heavy enough to prevent bending and 
twisting and would loosen the fittings. The dies would rotate somewhat if they were 
loosened by continued strikings and the planchet would tend to rotate during striking. 
The apparent double striking or twisted striking result on each face was a common defect 
which made these presses unsatisfactory and impractical to use in Europe and in England 
particularly. The owners of the presses therefore had no use for them and wanted to get 
rid of them. When Hull needed a press I believe it is probable that such a defective screw 
press was readily available in England and gladly sold to Hull in Massachusetts. This is 
the only explanation I can think of which would result in the bulk of Willow Tree coinage 
having generally the same rotation defects. 


The Willow Tree coinage was not great in quantity because it was obviously 
recognized as unsatisfactory. When Oak Tree coinage began after a long imterval the 
rocker press which was apparently bought in Europe and not built in Massachusetts was a 
major improvement. 


As you know Ken Bressett does not beliewe a screw press was used but I am 
hopeful he will consider any new thinking. After you reread the Cooper chapters and 
think about the matter further I would appreciate your comment. 

The current ANS Magazine reviews your Hull book but the nit-picking criticism 
is unnecessary, unhelpful to the readers, and very poor public relations. Please brush 
aside the adverse comments and voyez tout en rose. Reviewers and readers often look for 
something to criticize to show how “superior’ they think they are. 


My best, 
ee 


Eric P. Newman 
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Subj: The Leslie Brock Center for the Study of Colonial Currency 
Date: 3/4/2003 12:53:07 PM Central Standard Time 

From: 

To: 

CC: 


Sent from the Internet (Details) 


Dear Eric, 


——, 


| 


| still owe you a letter on the Willow Tree Press. | was away for 

several weeks from late December through mid January assisting my ill 
brother. He had bile duct cancer and passed away while | was with 
him. | have been back for about six weeks and am just getting 

caught up! | hope to finish an essay on the historical context of 

Hogge money within the next two weeks. | had planned to have it 
ready after Christmas. 


| shall send you a letter. However, in the meantime let me say | did 
reread the Cooper chapters and | do believe it is possible an early 
screw press could have been available to Hull. It is certain that 

such presses were used at the London mint during the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth. Further, it is possible some of the errors seen on willow 
tree coinage could have been produced on a defective screw press. | 
still think it is also possible that a rocker press may have been 

used. In either event the Hull press certainly impressed defective 
coins! 


On the Brock site - Leslie Brock died several years ago. A friend of 


his, who | believe is an emeritus professor of economics from 
Virginia, named Ronald Michener constructed the site in honor of his 
departed friend. Professor Michener told me he specializes in the 
economics of Massachusetts currency. The cite consists of articles 
and books that are either out of copyright (such as the pamphlets and 
other contemporary writings sections as well as the several chapters 
from McFarland) or copyrighted essays for which Michener has 
permission to publish (this would include the Brock article, since 
Brock's wife gave him permission to use it) or items that are mounted 
at other sites. Your essay on the dollar is actually up on the 

Chicago Coin Club site (since the article was written for their 
Perspecitves in Numismatics). There is just a link to it on the 

Brock site. 


In the Brock site section "Suggestions for further reading" the 

second edition of your Early Paper Money text is cited. Also Phil's 
book is included. The comments on the bibliography make it clear 
that Leslie V. Brock, The Currency of the American Colonies 
1700-1764. A Study in Colonial Finance and Imperial Relations. Arno 
Press, 1975, 602 pages is basically the Bock dissertation. However 
Brock wrote several additional chapters that were never published but 
are available in manuscript from the University of Virginia Library. 


The site has been up for several years. Recently it was given a new URL. 
All best, 


Lou 
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Subj: Item 2 

Date: 5/7/2007 3:47:28 PM Central Daylight Time 
From: 

To: 


On May 6, 2007, at 4:15 PM, i vrote: 


> Dear Lou: 

> | enjoyed our recent telephone discussion and am following it with 

> my inquiry on the above. These are the facts as | now know them. 

> Daniel Fowle and his nephew Robert Fowle were engaged in the 

> printing business and they split up in 1774 because Daniel was 

> loyal to England and Robert favored independence. The bills of New 
> Hampshire for the July 25, 1775 and August 24, 1775 issues were 

> printed from set type and | do not know who printed them but it 

> probably was Robert Daniel or someone operating their former 

> business. Another emission was printed for the November 3, 1779 

> issue with the same type and style of the prior issue. Only the 30s 

> and the 40s of the denominations of that issue were counterfeited 

> apparently using the same type fonts and ornaments as the genuine 
> issues. Robert Fowle was arrested April 15, 1777 for counterfeiting 
> and on June 17, 1777 the House of Representatives of NH ordered all 
> bills issued in 1775 to be called in and redeemed. The differences 

> between the genuine and the counterfeits of the 30s and 40s of the 
> November 3, 1775 issue are so hard to distinguish that | am not 

> sure of my prior work because slippage of type might have occurred 
> and type position was my basis for distinguishing them. | tried to 

> describe them in the Appendix of my 4th edition. 

> There must have been newspaper or other publicity about the matter 
> which | am unaware of. Phil has not informed me of any and | 

> presume has not checked this matter. | am pressed for time for my 
> Sth edition and | hope that you can find the answers. Who printed 

> the issues, who made the counterfeits and were they made with the 
> same type as the genuinely printed pieces. The newspapers in New 
> Hampshire must have included this and probably the Massachusetts 
> papers as well. Anything you can find would be wonderful. | will 

> send a copy of this to Phil if that would be helpful. 

> Please contact me if you need any more information | might have. | 
> am very appreciative of your cooperation. My best as always. 

> Eric 

> 

> 

> 


> See what's free at AOL.com. 
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oft.agreeable, to him’ for Whtiee b is sah. pres se ‘¢ruize in the: ° 
Te: ich-bis E. cesien Genii = - F — 3 oa a 
oat op nase te: return the fin ga Secs pti The Houté? have odere an creer 
" fallowing alfoafecret, ° v- to be -affeffcd upiia : sie databinn of: 


Plead Que ete Philadelphia, Fen. 
Pi). xo, A779 et 
ae Geritlemin, a 
HE iberal teftimiony of. appieba. i 


‘of fix for oné, but. was refufed,the ice being” 
expected ‘to be-much rin a‘thort. time. 
& his day“a.gentlemen of rarik and fortune’, 

gave another one thoufand-guineas,- n:con ‘ 


a | ‘ fi ufand 
tion’ which you.did me the.henor. a seb ab sl sarge hela feane! 


Yet ranfmiting by:the hands of Elis | erage private intelligence byCapt: Canning- ~ 
Eeclieyy th Pe clan atic tials. ham, who artived yefterday ina fhort;pallage 


"from “Mfartidico, isfaid to’be the occafion 
vio xefpeable an Affembly, “cannot” ofthis -wager. ‘It isa fa xhat-Count D’- 


“but’made the: ‘deepett imprefiion on” Eftaing hag‘not faffered neat fo much. as was, 
my mind. ;_ ported, *By- the. laff accounts he was at 


‘ Muriinice expecting to be reinforced ‘by a 
, However eorfloious, tem ‘that yout 2. combin ed ‘fleet 00) France: and ‘Spain, 


BF esas fenfibility. attributes infinite- .eonfifling ef ten fhips ‘of the line, and 

y toompuch to me,my. refpecet for you, velfels ri inferior rare... Admiral { Byron 
4dedds me to acquifce i in youkregueft, - was 2 the Count had not-thought proper — 
| arid’ gtatclully to fubfcribe myfelf, Di 

| ‘ , Gentlemen, 


syour much obliged, TR © N'Y ON Feb 
sage moft obedtent pede ‘By these feataing. man ge ving ednef: 
GAWASHINGTON, gin y evening. fait; made their efcape from? 


york, and arrived: “héré yefterday morning, 
Wo-bis Excellency Jofeph Reed, Ely: the vaccount-of an Tabsikston How ne 


Prefldent, and the Council of Pena- iplacesis Goateuel, which they-fay'is to-con- 
ania. - Ef ohi ohieBy > fHeffians ; who, it ic given ont, 


ate ordered,to theWet Indies, but it is gene- 
2 ublifbed ty order-of Council. “sally fuppofed they are to'be fent to ‘Geurgin, 
T. Miatlack. Sceretary. ~By the above-perfons we further:learn,}t was 
ablicly talked of in Wew York, that bode 
and-is faty te‘be evacuated, the Enemy, 


We are informed-that pardons has ‘having ‘leeaidy deftroyed, their eut werks, 
heen iffued.to -r6-oftthe perfons who and that, on hnndreit and eighty privatoere 
‘were found guilty ofthigh eafonant yin sitter New ak 
who-received fentence’of death at’ a NEW:LONDON, March 5, 
‘Court of ‘Oyer sand ‘Terminer lately. ‘We have certain intelli ace, that 

| ‘reld ot ager in New-Jerfey z--~ the enemy-on the Eaft. End of Long 

who iad deferted fremithe Tfland, aré’building 2 nuniber-of flat 


Puncticag fextice, aad <utered inte bottomed Boats, the Frames of which 


- ooo —————— - 


| 

| ee ee rte 

a _ PHILADELPHIA, February 22. 
| 

! 


RAs RR mer mR erm 8 tema 


New. .gble to Sita the enemy, " 


"This day hard money’ was offered at the rate’ -“ghis ftate, ‘mounting. cost 5 godaLand 


“Alf vated: brigade of 250° omen, te 
“be immiediately-raifed, to ¢ con fit of 2 
“battalions of anfanery; and a a i gtegiment 

¢ of artillery. Pe ey 
' A. gentleman: fron: ihe Weftward 
badge ne more: “han half of i 
rave ‘Troops which compofe the 
‘GRAND “ARMY.” "under'the-imnie« 
“diate command of his’ ExcelleneyGe~ 
acral WAsHiNGTon,’ have ‘already’ 
. xe-falifted te ferve during th te ferve during theWar.. *- 


WILLIAMSBUGH, IAMSBUGH, January 24 29,1779: 
We hear-Seneral Lincoln bas hat-an en 
agement with the’ enemy ‘at Savannah, én‘ 
eorgia, wherein abont goa,men were fain: 
on both'fides. Whe militta ‘were turning out 
‘brifkly, and the Generalexpedted foon 10. ba, 


| 
{ 


‘ BOSTON, Marck 11,1 Mardes1, “779. | 
“Tt is now depended on that there hzs been 
an adtion in the Jérfeys, between 2 large dee 
tachntent of tbe Britith garrifon from New 
York, and a'patty.ef our forces commanded 
ae Gen, Maxwell's This <ffair has beon'va- 
oufly reported:;—=the -beft account we can 
obtain is frora are intelligent: perfon who 
-lately came from that el aaa-priforier,and 
‘arrived ‘kere en {aturday.—He reports that } 
‘the detashmeat from New York confifted of ' 
‘shout .2000.pick’d begs all Britith Troops, 
among which were Tyg of 4 





Mighlanders.;—That pon Al ed on Jerfey: 


fhore ‘not far‘from Elizabeth Town, from | 


flat bottom’d boats: That much dependence’ | | 
was placed inNew York uponthemanceuvre — 
expectations ef 


the snemy very high, 


and the 














eS Pens 2 ade os 

fpediing the facbefe of te: Thit Admirai fer fix months im ni me 5 tata of Mev -Marip tire, . 

Gumblec attended in in-perfon nét fir from the — the Gallows with rope a ben beers oF veRSUANT Ie, an Aer of, tne GENE seh, | 

iyplace ef debarkation, and tliat Gen. Clintom colts of profecition, sed aa commatteatills, SCOURT of this STATE, will be fol 
Kchefe a fituation where he be a {pedtator of ‘fentence.is petiormed,+—5 John ra neg n ‘Publi rol Audet 
the manner in. which hie rons ner vided ‘of theft, feehe Sa dyer I 1ONs |. 
themfelves,and the prog made in: f on bis naked Back ai ¢ c whi é. 

enterprize. G General Maxwell, f is faid, eo Fae gles three times thé valye of the CO tie Gioek ra ne 

appriz'd of the enemy's Gefighs, tnd teak his goods {tdlen, and, Mand cqnimined tiflien? 47 Mi, fn Fenat han a atts avern, in Dover's ~ , 

| meafures accordingly. *~He allowed themte ‘tence 1s pérformed = ames Dinnis;cbn- alitsisle.Coll of 

' ‘advanee till they had paft feveral of his out vidted-of theft, fenter sar ete pay tteble-d2- A Tarot aad Vv ae eétic 
pot.—— They were ther britkly-ztracked * mage jist ‘BE receive oti bis pe 6B s. various Subjedte, Ys, Divini-, 
r‘from fersral quarters, And foon thrown into’ ” >bac the publie: tig at pay colts, Pi -Law,; Hi r SC. Alfo, daritity af - 

eonfefion—~Our troops'improved the advan-* , -Sefland-eotmsitted tillden sc ispetiormed. » MEDICINES, the IRON WO RK iéemp at 

‘egesind ea geily presiéd On the enethy, drove »,Agreeable to the cae ot. Hon'ble for aGRIST-MILL, almoft rat i tt oe 

eS . 7 eit boats: * Their Isis was SipariorCourt, ‘Simon Baxter, ¥ wai t#iFriday . BLAGKSMITH's T 

varloufly reported:atNew- York—Great nuri. _fetupan athe “gallows He 28 Hflerwards” .JOINERS Tools nara 

hers.of wounded were brought into that tity = teitiatided to pition, thete to ‘fuffer the fe. _ two Ane.Weathéer GLASSES, CROC KER; 

Py eiielce park sar he it- fecont a z  maindoriof the decrees, oe ‘to His “ W ARE,’ “aiid'a rigeaber. of other Aritel : 






cs,5 
200'killed': ttrosi : nter'd into,” and fa in ene ‘of,.ag' part 
= mide Re fhentout Gn Rritifh - “Friday talk ances berele welt aly that Tebed sie he. Ei Mahe h Jas ae ith eee 
ee amticked renee ind “at Giatistoupjand zhen 4 ed.to, Mar i am Ablenice se ae 
the fide be ey. reached thai s fade ‘her’ paffage Cea Ey Salem i; 


tinico; from wa at Frm. 
. Seoate, Rene were Jownheh th "eneu faabaréd ‘in - bere an daybs+She-eame;ont of Sfthe lat ‘Place aferciaid, Fe fae ap Be ee ee 
mad, and‘fer x eoniiderable tinse expofed to mention ports with about-6o-French, od xe 8 JOSEPH: 8 iG 2B 
‘an Kot fire frens:out brave men .before.they ~American- -trading ; velléls, under tonyoy of ¢ “+ GAT Nit ort ani 
- getout.ef iter reich of theirMufquets, French frigates ;*from’ whence itis eden . JOHN'S: HANSON? F 
is added; that, we & ad taken from the ene- “that theCount | Dial could not- Be: mp ‘Dp A rota : 
a = peep which isprobably - -ed-tip at’Martinico, as,has Beet” ela “<i -B, We fuppofe on exam aingtheLls | 
nded? As‘ this acceunt edinesfromi‘ In the above veffel game difpia téhee addrei- brary, that there fs fuinbers*o Books: be- 
‘New. ork," we shave 0 eee ns 6f the. “ded tothe fpanifvAmbafisdor arPhiladelghia. . long to othe? Perfons: who may hav av i pe a 
Yofson our “ides—olt $s however, - <A letter from the fonthwayd, dat. Feb. 23s. by a pplying. abe Day before“ ex » and 
trom the Shove cizurifateds gre not tobe Feat fays; ‘i Congratulate youon the géod news watt ont them to be theif Proper + aT, 
the fame conveyince Wwe have = ‘from Spain, ot, their lending Americaixteen “ Iikewife'thofe Perfons whos have any Bookd's 
éw-York to fhe.‘z5th of February. _ -thips of the line, andfifteen millions of mo- * sbelonging tothe abova Library, are defired. 
; “aioe et contain eo eaiee hs a” ney 3 2nd acknowledge out independence, * “to ‘return'them in,. Before the fale, . 
rial papers, . oe pape outveflels, with valuable cargoes of Wert er et any Dee ened 
“‘evokif Af ehewewe, j~sand- pufis on ‘every: “India produce, tiave lately ret at Ralti- All ‘Petfons indebted 4 to. Vor: that 
that make li favouref theroy- -more from Martinics. “* Bay S deadacids 96 Bi 
“ allftss ‘=F rom the: —— its a) ° Friday, the cahee iy, Mo. tets9i. ve an eaiands othe Eftate.of, DAVID ” 
_ thats ‘Admirat Pal teen atacea wvas drawn-a prize of 30,000 ds pod Ce Dar born Exeter, Goldfeaith, de-.' 
* the: say ayon scoot wel bike United. States Lcttery.- : et FE baie @hin . in.thetrAccounte 
Keppel inthe naval scion -with t ree Extra®.of a letiet froma athenits af ae os Airniti Of faid Exeter,in or- 
gmid thit He had publitheda par-- ”  tin@ion dtChirleftown, 80. to'bis friend  Sértot a fpeedy fettleiment. 


-ticular vindication’ of himafelf;mot fo'muck. - in this Town; dated Januayy 12th, 1779." “Bxeter, March-sf, 779 =< 
to the advantage of the frfBritifh Gomman: ~ + “ You will fee; b News- papers t 


4 


> 


der} and‘that beth Keppet and taed Fale se aré . the enemy are in ‘poifeffion of Savannabjarid W's. the Non-Refident Proprie=~ 
fo: bé-tried by 2 -Court Rael that Lord that our Tittle army ‘have retreated to the State Des the Towa 9 Hollie,in the 
Sandwich from the beginning 3 violent ftick= ‘Carolina. fide. -—Gen.“‘Lincoln has ordered - Sepis ew: the Eave been ike, 

ter_ for the American war, had: refigned his ‘,-matters fo' _exocediingty ‘well, that .we hail Prethe eit. Laxes.s. This is 

_ place ai Sr Lord OF the Admiralty; That - “toon have’ force:pteatlyfoperior tp’ thet fot aid Not, 


raprictora 
George Germain; whe-was brought in: -.J think we fall have double their muimbere, « ‘that'en “pay the fellowing fams af- 
238 ‘thevaallica Secretary for "Aniaticnn A¥- Af- wor have I the fmalleft, doubt but we thall “fitedte Stier thei? 








, faire‘had decisted, ehat if America -was a1- ‘dtive them oat-of Georgia? > 7 Land will bé fold st’ public, Vendue wat the 
a. u _— tobe independentyhe,would-nothold “In a late New York Saper i is advertised a apd = ae agar rg a ‘Hellis, 
~ »_ bis place for an.hourz: A ftr ‘intplication’ Jarge quantity of cbanterfeit ‘mioney-to” be pads val ‘in + tat tit: dey of April. nexty at f 

? * ¢hat fuch a conceffion i¢ now ferioufly.thovt -- difpofed of ‘very low ; ‘and that all pre apt cl i ee +: .afterrioon, as will pay tzid 
es ofin the Britifh Parliament. © From thefe have heretefore purctrated the-emiffions pre- Sa Name = Af miidestal Charges.———The 
accounts it'is-evident that the Miniftry: and. fcribed — wmiay ‘commie & get in, Cond at SUBERLAIY Li 
' gheir 5 then rideipai Piapes ate falling ont among» exchanged, e CH cs Lin.) 
lves's—-Notwithftnding which, : . Richard a ve Felebe %. Ge 
ugh *Goveraor Jofinftone complainsin iis” . fa R ~~ ied = eras, : 11 le 
at = rot Bi Se os one a of EX ur ER, nar 16; 77 79}. Oliver rk sien Yeahs 3 33 ‘ 
™m mes ri the op on _ Died at Kenfington, the sit = this fianty, 
“gremter an vin s - Age, Mrs: LIZABETH? Seen fort area 
|. dig) Gazette, has « et to aed, hanBitshs pag Speckter JEREMEAR fuec, . anes r ph tigi Pet oas a “19. 
#s, now aunited'¢p a rman again tle Rebels. “ i ge : 
- It isnow acknowledged, exen in the above | pea Tonathan bas dards Lot. 3 23 
om et oe, Ps aang _ <i ae TO. 8E £$.0: LD" AN: : tbe Taxis for the ss 20 
wards't o on is equivocal,an i 
that iris uncertain what part they williake 1 He following Lots of LAND: SAM’L CHAMBERLAI 
fhould’ the war coritinue, and become more - in old Chefter, partly in.the Parith.of Ray- oh CALEB FARLEY;.,.. 
PCCP ol dec ie; —— a eng and partly — duce of. apr Holts; uieich tae Dgpees-5 for coe 
ase determined to’become carriers forFrance 6. 109—Contairding’ 12 Acres > 6-52 
and Spain, ‘and to’eriter into war with Bri- Nor. Diy, or tft part ef Di, RS an ae tar hehe 
tain} rather than give up fuch ; 2 commertiz! Let Na. 45—100 Aaa a9 part of : 4 bot 2 i aN D 
advantege::—Phis ig alfo the truth refpect- the fecond Di ‘Divis ta Deri ot 0, of Eon 
fag Sweedén and Denmark, bot No, go—Bo Acres.in the 34 om. eld, contat ngabout fixty Acre 
At-the Honorable Superior Court heldin Lot No. 80~6o Acres in the 4th Divifion. —Siid Land lyea near, pleafent Bond ; —m 
‘this town lat week, the following prifoners ‘Lot Mo, 46—40 Acres fn the sth Divifien.; *- | Enquire of Robert Lig, of Exetér. | 
: Seonvitted of the feveral'ciitmes otwhich they Lot No. 100—4 Acres a Meadow Lot, nd ee ye hed 
| ere changed, were Festosocd ins follows. viz. 3 “The bare ot Poe A the OF EE Re Fo: 
aac Taft;tonvi u t-prachces, t No, mse Be! 
_  fentenceéto pay a_fine of gol. fer the ufe of 4 ‘North Divifion, or eft part of of SF EVER AL Seats ina large sinkcumn? 
| the goveénmient & people of thié State, fland _ . the fecond Divifion. dious Wall-Pew, in the Revere. 
ee! in the p plltoey the — of Gne hour, Lot Ne. 63—300 Acres in the Second grit Mit, MANGEFIELD’s: Meeting Houfe, 
seeognize forhis good behaviour for twelve Of the fecohd Diyifior;_ Enquire of Samuel Robinfan, 
zi Months, da the furs’ of gool. “with two furee Lot No. 21-80 Acres 3 pra Divifion: _ Bitte r,t Maneb F; ‘ 
Crk ties in the fur of xool. ech, papeottsot Lot Ne. 60-~6o-Aéres in the 4th Divition earn? 55, 1779. 56 $8 
‘ sheers and’ fland committed till fen- Let No. 44—40 Acres iri-the fifth et eaten ator rahocs moe, 
| Bende formed, ——Simon Baxter,con= Lot No.°35—4 Acres 2.Mezdow ; oe a. G Ss. 


vided of uttering & ngrcotinterteitBil And alfe the following Lots inNottingh e 
knowing there to po sen Dey ent _A sca Acre eook 56 jee scan 2 Six pe ncé per pound is given for 
to pay 2 fine of gol. for the ufe of the State, “ten Acre Lot, For further Particulars ‘clean, Cotton and Linten noe at 
pry treble damageato the perfosinjured,fuf- anquire at the Printing-Offce, in Exeter, the -Printing-Office, 


eI . 


= the Pio thereof m not be granted. 
tteft, “ _, ..E. THOMPSON, Seo’ry. 
Exxter, March 32,1779: » 56—58 


nlite the . under- mentioned ° 
ProprietorsLands have heretofore been legal- ‘ 


¥ x 
State of New-Hampfhire, Rockingham fe. 5 
The Non-Refident Proprietors 
of Ganterbury, in {aid State and County whe * 
bave not paid ¢their'Tax on their Land in 
faid Town, for the Year LE oar hereby 
feo that fo‘much of‘their/Land in faid 

own, willbe fold'a€ ‘public Vendue at the 
houfe of David MeCrillis, innholder in faid 
‘Town, on Saturday, the-zoth day of April 
next, atten o'clock in the Forehoon, as will 
pay faide Taxes with incidental’ charges; 

‘The delinquent's Names are as ‘follows: 

The’firft ‘Column is tho forty Acre Lots. 
‘The 2d Column is the aft hundred Acre lots. 


on.for tle Year.i778 : This is therefore to 
Zive notice to fuch delinquent Proprietors or 
Owners of Land in Loudon, that jo mueh of 
their'Lands will ‘be fold at Publie;Vendue at 
the Houfe of Nathan Batcheldor, E{q; in 
Loudon, on-Thurfday the 8th day of April 
mext, at ten o’clock in the Foreneon, unlefs 








Notice is hereby given, That . Divi.Divifion, 


Names No.8. d.No, 8.d.No.s.d.No.s.d. 
the Inhabitants and Freeholders ofthe Town Arc. Dunjap 17,2-4°49 29 86 29 53.29 
of New Britain, in thé County of Hillfbo- Sam’ Searls “23 29 4329'92 29 
-rough, have petitioned theGeneral Affembly Sant’l Searls 44.29 529 
of this flate, fetting forth, That they:labour Sam’l Searls 212965259 729 
‘undermany difadvantages on account of their Sam. Emerfon . 41 29 17 29 
mot being legally incorporated with Town Arc. Dunlap 


-3129152 
Privileges, and praying Leave to bring in a Arc. Dunlap Pad Work ea tele 


34.29 6299329 


Bill for ereéting faid ‘l'ownthip, and the In- Blank Right 29 24 62 29 26 29 
habitants thereof into a Body politic & cor- ad Clark 35 24 1429 
forate, by the Name of Andover.— Upon m. Parker 3529 6, 6829 
‘which the’ faid General Affembly, ee, a ~ Alex.M’Cluerzo 2 4 58 29 > 


“That thePetitioners be heard thereon, before 
them on the fecond Wednefday of their next 
‘feffion ; and that in the mean time they caufe 


Blank Right 78 29- 
J. M’Morphy, Efq; 61 29 
Col.Moulten 58 2 4 


54.29 66'ng 
52 29 


the fubftance of the faid Petition, and Order ~ John'Man . , 85 29 4429 15 2% 
thereon, to be publifhed three weeks fuccef- pears tee ee 0. 10, 1ft Di. 118, 
fively in the New Hampfhire Gazette, that JONATHAN INGALS, Confiable. 

any Perfon may then appear and thew caufe “New-Chefter, March 10, 1779. 56—58 


F EXETER,, New-Hampthire : Printed ‘by ZECHARI 


The Delinquent 


ly notified for payment.of theTax due there- - 
: “Ap 





Proprietors ox | 
Owners oft Land in the, Townfhip of New: 
Britain, fo called,“are, hereby notified that 
unlefsthey pay to me the, Subleriber,Collec- 
tor for {aidOwaers or Proprigtors, the fevexal 
ums of Money annexed to their Names 2c 
follows; on or before Wednefday.the 7th of 
ril ext, otherwife fo much of theirLands 
will ‘be fold.at public Vendue-on, faid Day, 
at’the Dwelling Houfe of the'Subfcriber in 
-faid ‘Town, 38 will pay faid Tax with inci- 
dental,Charges. | The delinquent.Proprie- 

tors or Owners are as follows s*” 57 yt | 





. nk ce » 4ACTes. « at Ely) Myre 
The gd Column is the édhundred AcreLots. ‘hey pay the Tax with incidental chargesto piles eg nS eT 
- Names a 7 d. >’ s.d,, methe Subfcriber before that time. - =. SS "ts : ra ; 
Abra, Bennick is “ ais ie 8 Ce. No. ‘Old hundred Acres oe aie = ‘bite ‘Bi oe ay d ie iat 3. 
‘ : } ‘ } nn . ely ” we Gs qi. 8. d. q- ‘ = iggt toot ¥ i se Bere + * 7, a - 
Benjamin York 32: SY 76 George Jaffer El 4 on f6 62 6 eS a Pe | 
% nates Gill 1 SMP ty Th BAe 98. Francis,Durgin§s + “6.9.31 8% 9r2 WEE, o. rT RE ait ‘ oe 
s aul. Weritworth ° » SS ONES 79 William Jenkins - - 5 9 017 9:0 ag’? SR a 
sine  S2e< 197 Jofeph Bomiord = 7 gelg go 7 2. Pa Mark Bapehildor.” || «9.0. 
ae Ne - 7 uk | 99, Samuel Smith + 7 gofg go « ne” be pug foes as, Bae 
obnRand = 9.57. O23 “135 James Hannofton- & ie 218 a A i ae ES ae Disin? ee tank PO% 
HEU cae et Tax Rempl Tiley os gale ges SR aig peel, "gi 
"Joua: Thomplen’ = .* ing" Pe cai woke 2 2 te a> eC th Tah (thie 3a" | 920 
car, ra te Lat f 9 ’ ee + ‘Me Te pt i Tied <3 — + 
had aoe ba rf 33 460, Capt. John Froh 5 9 2, ; 2 Pog ' — Jofiiua Peirce’) «<* 5x0 
Win Demerite. 3 2 AES c6 1 i is 268 Capt. Tho'sWellbrook’6 92 aoe 2 e F e 106 ees if ae , ate 
“Timoth Tibbets: Pies wns “8 ae sae 69 Frances Matthes, jr. 4 11 olé ee ee Ber eee Ne Re a 
“Samuel: sopets'4 Sr" O38 9 : No. # New Hundred Acres, 3, d.q. sid.q. <9" “* -'@¢! Dahicl 'Sanbera avert 
ohn Gra cae oe 4 @ «7% Timothy Tibbets 7 8 219 «8:2 ‘wg seo"  Tobiashakeman “9 0 
ebn Pla 45 Cee ey Rich’d: Waldron, Efqsiz 4 2)15-4°2 46" 1166 °* | Jofepli Prefcutt te 
ohn York = og 3 68 84 Thomas Davis 7 BO} g Bo 4 oe le ae paiaeeae iz 
Sai 8s ith +e a ese é Ag +38 Samiuel Sias* . 9 7 o “ary o 97 100 Pt aie John :Hoit sf “9 ane t 
Richard Jennings = * "Si '02.PaulGerrifr ~ + 6 9018 go .”'N'B, Thé above Taxcs id forthe year 
faac’ W tfor met = oe 5 a : #0 -Ephraim Dennet i 7 8.2 ioe 8<o yah rie > ne oes ? y AY G 
(Nathaniel Hill’ - oe 418, Jofeph Hofew 7g aig, 7% * “'. NATHANIEL EMERY, ColleAcr 
* Wm. Glines. re 1 * etd he 4119 John Hafe ~ 11, 5 0}135'2 *New-Brittain, Marck 0! 1779) %. ae 
Col M Hunkiae m « t2'. 2, gt 12a.Eleazer Roffel “2 4100164608 ‘wot ey ayer) 
‘Rich "Waldronsdt 5 ‘ as 4 et pee a goo Come “4 ‘. 016 ae Staié.of New-Hamphhire, Grafton f 
‘ "O° ft-oe. 238h .J28 JoRnomith, jn ~ 18 Bojros8o - ‘ we ee 
ofeph Jenking < 3'9° 3-8." “430 Jacob’Chefly res hee Whereas, the: under-mentioned 
Geeta 8 PF gab 133 Jomph Thee #8 si fo8 ¢ Proprietors Lands in ‘the Town’ of NewDur- 
mee ae a eet AGT George Jatiety, Efq; 8\8 e|10 8 o: _—. aid gra fo Sire to pay thelr 
: . : See ieee Meee) cmss Tibet 8<3 82 axes for thé years 777°, is. there ore 
ohm Ambler 3 2 , 1b 3 “AB¢ e Benjamin Tibbets. ~ Z ,o 3. g-o «fone faid :Proprietor that unlefs they 
' Sfrael Hedgidon 611 4 9. g 2 abl veined 
Cape. Dowaings ss 30,9, sesix 27° Ebene We, 6 9.018 9.0 pay Sid Des with inotdental charges, on or 
Hi pets 7 aro Pee nas ‘981 . Robert | mor 6 9238 o2 -- ¢ tiday the 3th o next, fo 
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Subj: Re: Masathvsets 
Date: 5/5/2009 9:45:26 A.M. Central Davlight Ti 
From: 
To: 
Phil, 


| preparing a lecture on medieval manuscripts that | shall be delivering on Thursday at a conference, so | cannot 
check the Hull ledgers right now but will get to it early next week. During the 17th century, and particularly in 
America, spelling variations were common. Indeed, | noticed that Hull usually spelled money as mony, but 
sometimes used money. In my book in figure 37 you will see August 23 "by mony sent..." then directly below 
dated 1673 october 25 "by money,,," there are also other instances of "money" as in figure 38, nest to the last 
line (also see his use of country and countrey). The consistent lack of doubling the S or the T may be due to 
space issues. Noe's idea that the spelling is uncustomary and would require some authority seems to me to be 
more of a 20th century concept that something from the mid 17th century. In the wake of Webster (authoritative 
dictionaries) and widespread we have a far more regimented view of spelling than earlier centuries. | have also 
noticed spelling differentiations were far more common in vernacular languages that in Latin. Another point - We 
should also be aware that Sanderson probably engraved several, if not most, of the dies and that some 
(particularly those with inverse or backward letters) may be the work of an apprentice. So the spelling man not be 
solely attributed to Hull. 


| recall there is an article on the earliest surviving specimens of the colonial seal that might have some 
information of the spelling of Massachusetts Bay. 


Lou 


On May 5, 2009, at 9:52 AM, iE wrote: 


Hi Eric and Lou: 


I'm back to work full steam ahead on my counterfeit book with some fine tuning. 
I ran into something of interest with the fake Mass pine tree, Noe - [, 
MASSATVSETS] which started me checking out Hull's spelling of 
Massachusetts, which he rendered as MASATHVSETS. This seemed to bother 
Noe also who discusses it on pp. 34-36 of his NE and Willow Tree Monograph, 
No. 102. 


It would appear that the earliest spellings in the 1629 charter referred to the 
land "comonlie called MASSACHUSETTS, alias MATTCHUSETTS, alias 
MASSATUSETTS BAY." I assume the U was then written V - but that is a 
style issue, not an orthographic variant. Apparently MASSACHVSETTS was 
the first choice of spelling in 1629. On the colonial seal it was 
MATTACHUSETTS. In Civil War days, I found reference to the "Fifty-fourth 
Regiment of Masachusetts Volunteer Infantry,"one S. 


So why did Hull use MASATHVSETS? According to Noe, the use of a single S | 
and single T as in MASATHVSETS was the style consistently used by Noe in | 
all diaries. Noe suggests that Hull would not have used that uncustomary 

spelling on his coins without some authority. So what was the authority and 

where did he find it? Maybe it was a spacing issue?? At least he was consistent. 

The T for the CH was a commonly used and acceptable substitution. 
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Any thoughts? This has nothing to do with counterfeiting - but just an exercise 


in serendipity! 


Best, 
Phil 


Remember Mom this Mother's Day! Find a florist near you now. 
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Subj: Re: Masathvsets 

Date: 5/5/2009 1:03:59 P.M. Central Daylight Time 
From: EricNumis 

To: 


Dear Lou: Your comment to Phil is appreciated that Sanderson engraved many of the dies for the 

Mass silver or one of his apprentices did, causing some of the inverse lettering. What is the basis of your 
Statement other than Hull was not skilled or involved in the die preparation? | am studying this problem at 
present and believe that the lettering mistakes were easily made because the letter cutting was being worked 
upside down. A swinging compass part or centering pin may have been still in place when the cutting was done 
instead of a circular mark having been drawn or scraped on the die face in order to help place the letters in 
circular position. Perhaps it was more convenient or more room for one's hands to cut in the circular form by 
cutting form the outside. This may have confused the cutter as to letter formation because he had to cut from 
the outside in instead of from the inside out and therefore thinking upside down in addition to concentrating on 
right to left. 

My best to you. Eric. 


In a message dated 5/5/2009 9:45:26 A.M. Central Daylight Time, JE writes: 


Phil, 


| preparing a lecture on medieval manuscripts that | shall be delivering on Thursday at a conference, 
so | cannot check the Hull ledgers right now but will get to it early next week. During the 17th century, 
and particularly in America, spelling variations were common. Indeed, | noticed that Hull usually 
spelled money as mony, but sometimes used money. In my book in figure 37 you will see August 23 
“by mony sent..." then directly below dated 1673 october 25 "by money,,," there are also other 
instances of "money" as in figure 38, nest to the last line (also see his use of country and countrey). 
The consistent lack of doubling the S or the T may be due to space issues. Noe's idea that the 
spelling is uncustomary and would require some authority seems to me to be more of a 20th century 
concept that something from the mid 17th century. In the wake of Webster (authoritative dictionaries) 
and widespread we have a far more regimented view of spelling than earlier centuries. | have also 
noticed spelling differentiations were far more common in vernacular languages that in Latin. Another 
point - We should also be aware that Sanderson probably engraved several, if not most, of the dies 
and that some (particularly those with inverse or backward letters) may be the work of an apprentice. 
So the spelling man not be solely attributed to Hull. 


| recall there is an article on the earliest surviving specimens of the colonial seal that might have some 
information of the spelling of Massachusetts Bay. 


Lou 


On May 5, 2009, at 9:52 AM, I wrote: 


Hi Eric and Lou: 


I'm back to work full steam ahead on my counterfeit book with some 
fine tuning. I ran into something of interest with the fake Mass pine tree, 
Noe - I, MASSATVSETS] which started me checking out Hull's 
spelling of Massachusetts, which he rendered as MASATHVSETS. 
This seemed to bother Noe also who discusses it on pp. 34-36 of his NE 
and Willow Tree Monograph, No. 102. 


It would appear that the earliest spellings in the 1629 charter referred to 
the land "comonlie called MASSACHUSETTS, alias 
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MATTCHUSETTS, alias MASSATUSETTS BAY." I assume the U 
was then written V - but that is a style issue, not an orthographic 
variant. Apparently MASSACHVSETTS was the first choice of 
spelling in 1629. On the colonial seal it was MATTACHUSETTS. In 
Civil War days, I found reference to the "Fifty-fourth Regiment of 
Masachusetts Volunteer Infantry,"one S. 


So why did Hull uue MASATHVSETS? According to Noe, the use of a 
single S and single T as in MASATHVSETS was the style consistently 
used by Noe in all diaries. Noe suggests that Hull would not have used 
that uncustomary spelling on his coins without some authority. So what 
was the authority and where did he find it? Maybe it was a spacing 
issue?? At least he was consistent. The T for the CH was a commonly 
used and acceptable substitution. 


Any thoughts? This has nothing to do with counterfeiting - but just an 
exercise in serendipity! 


Best, 
Phil 


Remember Mom this Mother's Day! Find a florist near you now. 


A Good Credit Score is 700 or Above. See yours in just 2 easy steps! 
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Subj: Re: checking 
Date: 5/31/2009 8:13:40 P.M. Central Daylight Time 


From: EricNumis 
To: 
SG. PLMossman 


Dear Phil and Lou; 

| am wondering whether the use of the long s was sometimes different in America than in England. It also might 
have been used in any fashion the American engraver or typesetter determined since any form was acceptable 
regardless of customary rules in any area. 

In 1749 when a shipment of money was sent from England to Massachusetts the full detail was copied by 
Crosby on page 228. Crosby copied punctuation very carefully. He obviously copied 

from the Massachusetts records and you will note that a space is used to divide L, s, and d as well as a slash 
instead of any s in another place. This was a very complex record and is very important to me because it gives 
me data on how many copper coins were in a cask. 

Perhaps inconsistency was consistent. Eric 


In a message dated 5/31/2009 6:31:13 P.M. Central Daylight Time, ljordan@nd.edu writes: 


Phil and Eric, 


For the Dec 1690 | notice in the word possessor, the first combination is done correctly long s then 
regular (or round) s, but the next combination has two regular s's, while Massachusetts has all long 
s‘s! 

The Feb 1690/1 uses all long s's in both words! The 1702 is a counterfeit note (so it may not precisely 
follow official issue but | can't say for sure) but it does follow the rule of a double s having a long s 
followed by a regular s in both words. (this note and several other issues were on copper plate so the 
letters are engraved, not typeset, thus the variety of s is up to the engraver). However, the 1722 small 
change note uses gothic type, while 1737 2d small change uses italic, in both instances it may be that 
the printed only had a single variety of s in the necessary size and font type (only the long s); while the 
1d denomination has Massachusetts Bay in small capitals, which would not include the long s. 


Look at the Jan 1741/2 2d note (which is on copperplate) - it has possessor with two long s's at the 
first doubling then a long s followed by a regular s in the second doubling! Massachusetts is all in 
capitals this there is no long s (but the final s is very small due to spacing problems). 


Clearly, type font availability is a consideration, the use of all capitals or small capitals for 
Massachusetts is another factor and personal preference also is a factor. The use of the long s may 
not be a requirement; clearly in some cases as "possessor" in the Dec 1690 and Jan 1741/2 first 
doubling uses the long s but the second doubling does not! 


Lou 





Cc: Louis Jordan 
Subject: checking 


Dear Eric: 

I'm finally gaining closure on my counterfeit opus. A question arose about the Mass Dec. 10, 1690 
issue on p. 184 of your 5th edition. 

It appears to me that this is the oldest surviving genuine bill since all the next issue of Feb. 3, 1690-91 
are altered. Is this assumption correct? 


Sunday, May 31, 2009 AOL: EricNumis 
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Subj: Fwd: Mott Token 
Date: 9/28/2009 2:46:07 P.M. Central Daylight Time 


Dear Eric, 


| hope you are well. Today some new evidence has come to my attention that the Mott family watch 
business was established in 1789. Back in the summer 1988 Rare Coin Review you suggested further 
research was needed to find Mott clock and watchmakers in New York. In looking through a copy of the 
1834 New York City Register, that happened to be available in his daughter's library, you discovered 
James S. Mott and Jordan Mott as clock and watchmakers and suggested someone should 
systematically look through all the directories from 1789 onwards to clear up this problem. Angel 

Pietri, "The Mott Token Revisited," The C4 Newsletter, vol. 6, no. 3 (Fall, 1998) 25-43, took this up but 
was only able to trace the firm back to 1796. A watch collector saw the discussion of this token on the 
ND website and wrote to me that he had an advertisement stating that the firm was established in 
1789. The paper is enclosed at the bottom of this e-mail. You can also read the transcription below in 
the letter | sent to Gary. This finally clears up why the date 1789 was used on the token. It is not a date 
of issue, or a commemoration of the constitution, but as you suspected all along, it is the date of the 
founding of the Mott watchmaker business. 

| thought you might want to know. 


All best, 


Lou 


Begin forwarded message: 


From: Louis order i 
Date: September 28 3:25:02 PM EDT 
To: Gary Trudgen ii 
Subject: Fwd: Mott Token 







Gary, 
Here is a reply from Thomas Brown along with a scan of the watch paper. 


He would like a copy of the CNL. Let me know if the attached scan come through. There 
may be two copies. 


Apparently the paper was placed in a watch that had been made in London in 1812- 

13. Tom suspects the watch was then sent to the Mott firm in New York and the watch was 
sold to someone 

who lived in the area of New London, CT. 


The central legend on the paper reads: 


JAMES S.MOTT 
Son of 

Jordan Mott 
Established 1789 
Clock & Watch 
Maker 

Pearl 266 Street 
Corner of Fulton Str. 
New York 


Outer rim legend: Patent Lever's & English Watches, Jewelry & Silver Ware. The same 
guaranteed. 

Inner rim legend: Importers Levers & English Watches [Direct] from the Liverpool & London 
Factories. 


This paper is our first evidence that Jordan Mott watchmaker, established his business in 
1789. Previously, Angel Pietri had been able to trace the firm back to 1796. It also confirms 
that James Striker Mott was his son. 


Ange! Pietri, "The Mott Token Revisited," The C4 Newsletter, A quarterly publication of the 
Colonial Coin Collectors Club, vol. 6, no. 3 (Fall, 1998) 25-43. Here is my summary of 
Angel's discussion of the firm. 


"Pietri explained Jordan Mott was first listed in the New York City Business Directory in 
1796 then during 1797-1801 he was associated with the firm of Mitchell & Mott at 247 Pearl 
Street. However, he also had separate listings in 1798 at 104 Gold Street and in 1802-1803 
at 39 Frankfort Street. In 1804 Jordan joined the cabinetmaker Jacob Morrell as Mott & 
Morrell at 247 Pearl Street. This partnership continued until Morrell died in 1808, in 1809 
Morrell's widow is listed with Mott. Then Jordan is listed by himself until 1831 when he took 
on J.S. Mott (presumably his son James Stryker Mott). In 1835 the company was listed as J 
& Jordan Mott, Jr., with James S. Mott listed at another location (after 1835 James S. 
disappears from the register). Jordan Mott, Sr. died in 1840." 


Tuesday, September 29, 2009 AOL: EricNumis 
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Begin forwarded message: 






From: THOMAS BROWN 
Date: September 28, 2009 2:55:18 PM EDT 
To: Louis Jordan 
Subject: RE: Mott Token 





Hello Lou 


| have attached a copy of the watch paper from James S. Mott, | am still doing more research on him. His name was James Stryker 
Mott, his father was Jordon Mott who was bom in 1768 in New York, James' mother was Lavinia Winifred Stryker. 


If you do publish the watch paper if possible | would like to purchase a copy of the Newsletter. 

If you need a higher resolution image | can send it to you. 

Also just for reference, the watch this paper was in was made in London in 1812-1813, | believe it was then sent to the Mott business & 
then sold to someone who lived in the area of New London Ct., the watch had additional watch papers for watchmakers in New London 
showing the watch was serviced in the 1830's, 1860's & 1890's. 

If | can be of any further assistance please let me know. 

Tom Brown 


From: 
Subject: Re: Mott Token 


Date: Mon, 28 Sep 2009 12:05:03 -0400 
, 


Dear Tom, 


This is very interesting. Do you happen to have a example of the James S. Mott watch paper stating the business was established in 
1789. If so, | could see that it would be 
published in the Colonial Newsletter, as this would be of interest to numismatists. 


All best, 
Lou Jordan 


Director of Special Collections 
102 Hesburgh Library 
University of Notre Dame 
Notre Dame, IN 46556 


Tel: 574-631-3778 
Fax: 574-631-6308 
e-mail: 


Visit our departmental homepage at: 
http:/Avww.rarebooks.nd.edu/ 





On Sep 25, 2009, at 2:35 PM, THOMAS BROWN wrote: 


I am a watch collector & while doing some research on a watch I was researching the watchmaker Jordon & 
son James Mott. I ran across your web page about the Mott token. 


In just scanning your page I notice there seems to be a question about when Jordon Mott went into 
business. The watch I am researching was repaired at some point in the early 1800's by James Mott. Back 
then watchmakers would put watch papers in the back of the case for repair notes & as advertisement for 
their work. One of the watch papers was marked as James S. Mott son of Jordon Mott, it shows the 
business established in 1789. 

I don't know if you are interested in this or not but I thought I would pass it on to you. 

Please contact me if you have further questions. 


Tom Brown 
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